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Highlights 


43823  Food  Assistance  Programs  U^A/FNS  extends 
implementation  date  of  food  package  regulations 
and  allows  States  to  continue  categcwical  tailoring 
of  food  packages  under  the  Special  Suiqilemental 
Food  Program  for  Women.  Infants  and  Children. 

43860  SdK>ol  Breakfast  and  Lunch  Programs  USDA/ 
FNS  announces  new  income  eligibility  goideiines  to 
determine  child’s  eligibility  for  free  a^  reduced 
price  meals  and  free  milk. 

43855  Wages  EEOC  proposes  interpretatums  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act. 

43907  Drugs  )ustice/DEA  proposes  1982  aggregate 
production  quotas  for  controlled  substances  in 
Schedules  I  and  IL 

43830  Natural  Gas  DOE/FERC  publishes  incremental 
pricing  acquisition  cost  thresholds  for  1980. 

43842  Exports  Commerce/ITA  requests  comments  on 

effects  of  export  controls  imposed  for  foreign  policy 
reasons. 

43833,  Pensions  Labor/PWBP  defers  effective  date  and 

43852  proposes  rule  on  suspension  of  pensiem  braefit 
payments  under  certain  circumstances.  (2 
documents)  j 

CONTINUED  INSU>E 
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Highlights 


43826  Aliens  Justice/INS  amends  inspection  rules  for 
vessels  and  aircraft  stopping  in  U.S.  for  bunkering 
or  refueling  only. 

43950  Geothermal  Energy  Interior/BLM  proposes  to 
amend  geothermal  resource  leasing  regulations. 
[Part  in  of  this  issue) 

43840  Radioactive  Medical  Materials  NRC  proposes 
rules  on  measurement  of  activity  of 
radiopharmaceutical  dosages. 

43915  Explosives  Treasury/ATF  revises  annual  list  of 
explosive  materials. 

43857  imports  and  Exports  of  Wildlife  Interior /FWS 
proposes  to  exempt  taxidermists  from  import/ 
export  license  requirements. 

'  43836,  Canned  Applesauce  and  Canned  Apple  Juice 

43838  USDA/AMS/FSQS  proposes  to  revise  voluntary 
standards  for  grades.  (2  documents) 

43864  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  issues  preliminary 
results  of  administrative  review  and  tentative 
revocation  of  antidumping  finding  on  tapered  roller 
bearings  and  certain  components  thereof  from 
Japan. 

43860  Cotton  USDA/ASCS  announces  determination  (rf 
1981  extra  long  staple  cotton  penalty  rate  for 
exceeding  marketing  quotas. 

43918  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

43947  Part  II,  USDA/FGIS 

43950  Part  III,  Interior/BLM 
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Contents 
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Vol.  46.  No.  169 

Tuesday,  September  1,  1961 

Agency  for  International  Development 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

43907  International  Food  and  Agricultural  Development 
Board 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

43824  Almonds  grown  in  Calif.;  interim 
PROPOSED  RULES 

43836  Apple  juice,  canned;  grade  standards 
43838  Applesauce,  canned;  grade  standards 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 

Service 

NOTICES 

43860  Cotton;  extra  long  staple;  1981  penalty  rate 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Agricultiu-al 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service;  Federal 
Grain  Inspection  Service;  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service;  Food  Safety  and  Inspection  Service;  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau 

NOTICES 

43915  Explosives,  commerce  in;  list  of  expl^ive  materials 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

43912  Arts  and  Humanities,  Presidential  Task  Force 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

43863  Air  transportation  requirements,  emergency; 
deadline  for  filing  comments 

43862  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 

Hearings,  etc.: 

43863  Altus  Airlines;  fitness  determination 

43863  Munz  Northern  Airlines,  Inc.;  temporary  mail 

rates 

43863  Pan  American  World  Airways 

43863  Texasamerican  Airways,  Inc.;  fitness 

investigation 

Commerce  Department 

See  International  Trade  Administration;  National 
Bureau  of  Standards. 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

NOTICES 

43918  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

NOTICES 

Schedules  of  controlled  substances;  production 
quotas: 

43907  *-  Schedules  I  and  II,  proposed  1982  aggregate 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

43872  Intemorth,  Inc. 

43873  VGS  Corp. 

Electric  energy  transmission;  exports  to  Canada  or 
Mexico;  authorizations,  permits,  eta: 

438/3  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  eta; 

43867  ARCO  Petrolemn  Products  Co. 

43869  General  Electric  Co. 

43870  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp. 

Remedial  orders; 

43871  Texaco,  Inc. 

Employment  and  Training  Administralion 

NOTICES  " 

Adjustment  assistance: 

43909  Angelo  Production,  Ltd.,  et  al. 

43908  Coastal  Steel  Corp.,  et  al. 

Federal-State  job  service  system: 

43909  Oklahoma  ^ployment  Security  Commission; 
use  of  Wagner-Peyser  Act  grant  funds  to  pay 

'Federal  district  court  judgment,  hearing 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Eranomic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Conunission. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

43866  International  Energy  Agency  Industry  Advisory 

Board 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  programs;  approval  and  promulgation;  State 
plans  for  designated  facilities  and  pollutants: 
43833  Puerto  Rico 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

43855  Indiana 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

43848  Equal  Pay  Act,  enforcement;  interpretations 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

43830  Incremental  pricing;  acquisition  cost  thresholds 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978;  ceiling  prices  for 
high  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  ti^t 
formations;  various  States: 

43843  Colorado 

43844  New  Mexico 

43845  Oklahoma 

43847  Texas 
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NOTICES 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

43877  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

Hearings,  etc.: 

43874  Central  Lincoln  People’s  Utility  District 

43874  Inman  Mills 

43875  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

43876  Public  Utility  District  No.  1  of  Cowlitz  County 

43876  Public  Utility  District  No.  1  of  Grays  Harbor 

County 

43876  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co. 

43877  Rangen  Research  Station 

43878  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

43879  Young  Refining  Corp.  (3  documents) 

Small  power  production  facilities;  qualifying  status: 
certification  applications,  etc.: 

43875  McEachem  Farms 

43875  Poock,  Walter 

43875  Tempus,  Lyle 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Grain  standards: 

43824  Official  inspection  and  weighing  services;  fees; 

correction 
NOTICES 

Grain  standards;  inspection  points: 

43947  Alabama  et  al. 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

43880  Agreements  filed,  etc. 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

43881  Anthony  Transportation  Service 

Rate  increases,  etc.:  investigations  and  hearings, 
etc.: 

43880  Abbott  Hospitals,  Inc.,  et  al.  (2  documents) 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

43881  Citizens  Bancshares  Corp. 

43881  Commerce  Group,  Inc. 

43881  Leland  National  Bancorp,  Inc. 

43882  United  Bancorporation  of  Wyoming,  Inc. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

RULES 

Prohibited  trade  practices; 

43830  Zale  Corp. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

RULES 

43834  Wildlife  importation,  exportation,  and  interstate 

transportation;  Dallas/Fort  Worth,  Tex.;  designated 
port  status 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Fishing  and  hunting: 

43658  Overflow  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Ark.,  et  al. 

43857  Wildlife  importation,  exportation,  and 

transportation;  import/export  license  requirement; 
exemption  for  taxidermists;  advance  notice 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

43831  Acepromazine  maleate  injection 

43832  Styrylpyridinium  chloride  and 
diethylcarbamazine 


Biological  products: 

43832  Allergenic  products;  antigen  E  potency  test; 
correction 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

43883  Advisory  committees,  panels,  etc.;  clarification 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

RULES 

Child  nutrition  programs:  i 

43823  Women,  infants  and  children;  special 

supplemental  food  program;  implementation  date 
extension  and  categorical  tailoring  of  food 
packages  authorization 
NOTICES 

Child  nutrition  programs: 

43860  Meals,  free  and  reduced,  and  free  milk  in 
schools;  income  poverty  guidelines  for 
determining  eligibility 

Food  Safety  and  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Meat  and  poultry  inspection,  mandatory;  special 
provisions  for  designated  States: 

43827  Rhode  Island;  republication 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

43836  Apple  juice,  canned;  grade  standards 
43838  Applesauce,  canned;  grade  standards 

General  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

43882  Defense  Department  Secretary;  revocations 

Geolagical  Survey 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

43889  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Gulf  of  Mexico  oil  and 

gas  operations;  mineral  exploration 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations:  development  and  production  plans: 

43889  Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc. 

43890  Kerr-McCee  Corp. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administration;  National 
Institutes  of  Health;  Public  Health  Service. 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

RULES 

43826  Aliens;  inspection  of  persons  and  vessels  and 

aircraft  at  U.S.  ports  only  for  bunkering  or  refueling 
without  disembarking  passengers  or  crews 

Interior  Department 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Geological  Survey: 
Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park  Service; 
Reclamation  Bureau. 

International  Development  Cooperation  Agency 

See  Agency  for  International  Development. 

International  Trade  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Export  licensing: 

43842  Foreign  policy  export  controls,  revision  or 
extension;  request  for  comments  regarding 
effects  on  exporters  and  general  public 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  169  /  Tuesday,  September  1,  1981  /  Contents 


NOTICES 

Antidumping: 

43864  Tapered  roller  bearings  and  components  from 
Japan 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

43898  Long  and  short  haul  applications  for  relief 
Motor  carriers: 

43898,  Permanent  authority  applications  (2  documents) 

43903 

43906  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 

removals 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
43898  Genesee  &  Wyoming  Railroad  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  Drug  Enforcement  Administration;  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service. 


Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  and  Training  Administration; 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  OfHce;  Wage  and 
Hour  Division. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance  (Editorial  note;  See  entries 
under  Employment  and  Training  Administration] 

Land  Management  Bureau 

PROPOSED  RULES 

43950  Geothermal  resources;  future  or  fractional  interest  '' 
leases,  etc. 

NOTICES 

Classification  of  lands: 

43886  Arizona 

43886  California 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.: 

43889  Wyoming 

Conveyance  of  lands: 

43887  Montana 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

43887  Hualapai-Aquarius  Planning  Area,  Ariz.;  grazing 

management  program 

Marine  Mammal  Commission 

NOTICES 

43912  Meetings 


National  Credit  Union  Administration 

RULES 

Federal  credit  unions: 

43829  Participation  loans;  purchase,  sale,  and  pledge  of 
eligible  obligations;  correction 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

43885  Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases  Advisory 
Committee 

43883  Research  Grants  Division  study  sections 

National  Mediation  Board 

NOTICES 

43918  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Historic  Places  National  Registen  pending 
nominations: 

43890  California  et  al. 

World  Heritage  Convention:  cultural  and  natural 
properties;  pending  nominations: 

43892  Alaska  et  al. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Byproduct  material,  human  uses: 

43840  Radiopharmaceutical  dosages,  measurement  of 

activity 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

RULES 

Employee  benefit  plans: 

43833  Suspension  of  benefit  rules;  interim  deferral  of 

effective  date  and  request  for  comments; 
republication 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Employee  benefit  plans: 

43852  Suspension  of  benefit  rules;  republication 

.Personnel  Management  Office 

RULES 

43823  General  Schedule  and  Merit  pay  system;  pay 
administration  provisions;  correction 
NOTICES 

Excepted  service: 

43912  Schedules  A,  B,  and  C;  positions  placed  or 
revoked,  update 


Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 


43910 

Gateway  Coal  Co. 

43886 

43910 

Genstar  Cement  &  Lime  Co. 

43886 

43911 

Neumeister  Coal  Co. 

43911 

Scotts  Branch  Co. 

43912 

Zakrewsky  Coal  Co. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

NOTICES 

Information  processing  standards.  Federal: 

43886 

43865, 

COBOL;  interpretations;  corrections  (3 

43887 

43866 

documents] 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

'  Health  Care  Technology  Study  Section 
Health  Services  Research  and  Developmental 
Grants  Review  Committee 
Meetings: 

Hemodialyzers  reuse;  workshop 

Reclamation  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

Central  Arizona  Project,  Regulatory  Storage 
Division,  Ariz. 


VI 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  169  /  Tuesday.  September  1. 1981  /  Contents 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
NOTICES 

Loan  guarantees,  proposed: 

43862  Fall  River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

43913  Intercapital  Dividend  Growth  Securities  Inc.  et 
al. 

43918  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Treasury  Department 

See  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau. 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 
PROPOSED  RULES 

43848  Equal  Pay  Act,  enforcement  of;  interpretations; 
cross  reference 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
43912  Presidental  Task  Force  on  the  Arts  and 

Humanities,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  9-16-81 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

43866  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Advisory 
Board,  Houston,  Tex.  (open),  9-11-81 
43866  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Advisory 
Board,  Subcommittee  A,  Houston,  Tex.  (open), 
9-9-81 

43866  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Advisory 
Board,  Subcommittee  C,  Houston,  Tex.  (open), 
9-10-81 

43866  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Working 
Party,  New  York,  N.Y.  (open),  9-16  and  9-17-81 
43866  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Working 

Party,  Paris,  France  (open),  9-30, 10-1  and  10-2-81 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT  - 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

43883  Division  of  Research  Grants:  Study  Sections  (open), 
Washington,  D.C.,  Maryland  and  Virginia  locations, 
October  and  November  dates 

43885  Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases  Advisory 
Committee,  Bethesda,  Md.  (open),  10-1  and  10-2-81 
Public  Health  Service — 

43886  National  Center  for  Health  Care  Technology, 

.  workshop  on  reuse  of  hemodialyzers,  Bethesda, 

Md.,  11-2  and  11-3-81 

INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  COOPERATION 
AGENCY 

Agency  for  International  Development — 

43907  Agricultural  Development  of  the  Board  for 

International  Food  and  Agricultural  Development 
Joint  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  9-16  and 

9- 17-81 

MARINE  MAMMAL  COMMISSION 
43912  Scientific  Advisors  Committee  on  Marine 

Mammals,  Seattle,  Wash,  (open),  10-22  through 

10- 24-81 


CHANGED  MEETING 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

43883  General  and  Plastic  Surgery  Device  Section  of  the 
Surgical  and  Rehabilitation  Devices  Panel, 
Washington,  D.C.  (partially  open),  9-24  and  9-25-81 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  531 

Pay  Under  the  General  Schedule; 
Correction 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  an 
omission  in  OPM’s  final  regulations 
implementing  the  pay  administration 
features  of  the  Merit  Pay  System  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  3, 1980  (45  FR  65493,' FR  Doc. 
80-30785).  Throiigh  an  oversight,  a 
paragraph  added  to  OPM's  regulations 
on  Pay  Under  the  General  Schedule  on 
April  25, 1980  (45  FR  27909],  was 
inadvertently  left  out  of  the  October  3, 
1980,  document  and  subsequently  the 
1981  update  of  Title  5  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  The  omitted 
paragraph  excludes  appointments  under 
the  Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act 
from  the  90  calendar  day  break-in¬ 
service  requirement  for  new  superior 
qualifications  appointments. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  27. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beverly  McCain  Jones,  (202)  254-7086. 
Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Beverly  McCain  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

PART  531-PAY  UNDER  THE 
GENERAL  SCHEDULE 

Accordingly,  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  is  correcting  5  CFR  531.203 
by  adding  paragraph  (b)(2Xv)  to  read  as 
follows: 

f  m.303  Ganaral  provisionsL 
«  *  «  *  • 

(b)**‘ 

(2)“* 


(v)  Appointment  under  the 
Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act. 
*  *  *  «  * 

(5  U.S.C.  5333-5334) 

(FR  Doc  81-25399  Filed  8-31-81;  &4S  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  632S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
7  CFR  Part  246 

Implemer  Action  Date  and  Categorical 
Tailorinc  of  Food  Packages  for  the 
Special  Supplemental  Food  Program 
for  Women,  Infants  and  Children  (WiC 
Program) 

agency:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  (FNS)  is  notifying  State  and 
local  agencies  administering  the  Special 
Supplemental  Food  Program  for  Women, 
Infants  and  Children  (WIC  Program) 
that  the  implementation  date  for  the 
Food  Package  Regulations  (published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  12, 

1980,  at  45  FR  74854)  has  been  extended 
6  months  to  May  12, 1982.  Additionally, 
in  implementing  the  new  Food  Package 
Regulations,  State  agencies  are  given  die 
authority  to  continue  the  longstanding 
policy  of  categorically  tailoring  the  food 
packages  to  conform  with  their  State 
nutrition  policy. 

These  decisions  have  been  reached  to 
allow  as  great  a  degree  of  flexibility  as 
possible  to  State  agencies  in  operating 
their  programs.  Some  State  agencies 
have  been  experiencing  administrative 
problems  in  meeting  the  previous 
implementation  date  of  November  12, 

1981.  The  new  deadline  will  allow 
States  sufficient  time  to  complete 
redesign  of  food  delivery  systems. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CbNTACT: 
Barbara  P.  Sandoval,  Director,  (202)  447- 
8206. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Classifiioatkm 

This  notice  has  been  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  not  been 
classified  major  because  it  does  not 
meet  any  of  the  three  criteria  of  the 
Executive  Order.  This  notice  will  not 
have  an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 


$100  million,  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices,  and  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
competition,  employmenL  investment 
productivity,  innovation  or  on  the  ability 
of  U.S.  enterprises  to  compete.  This 
notice  simply  extends  the 
implementation  date  for  the  WIC 
Program  Food  Package  Regulations  and 
authorizes  State  agencies  to  continue 
the  longstanding  policy  of  categorically 
tailoring  the  food  packages  to  conform 
to  the  State  agencies’  own  nutrition 
policies. 

'This  notice  has  also  been  reviewed 
with  regard  to  the  requirements  of  Pub. 

L  96-354.  G.  William  Hoagland. 
Administrator  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service,  has  certified  that  this  notice 
does  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a.substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

N 

1977  Food  Packages 

On  August  28, 1977,  WIC  Program 
Regulations  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  at  42  FR  43205  to  effect 
various  changes  in  requirements  for  the 
operation  of  foe  Special  Supplemental 
Food  Program  for  Women,  Infants  and 
Children  (WIC  Program).  Those 
regulations  established  three  food 
packages  according  to  participant 
categories  and  set  maximum  quantities 
for  each  type  of  food  allowed  for  eadi 
category  of  participant.  TaUoring  of  foe 
packages  based  on  an  individual 
participant's  nutritional  needs  was 
required  in  foe  regulations.  In  addition. 
State  agencies  were  encouraged  via  a 
WIC  Program  policy  memorandum 
dated  January  3, 1978,  to  tailor 
categorically  food  packages  to  conform 
with  foe  State  agencies’  own  nutrition 
policies. 

Reassessment  of  Food  Packages  and 
New  Regulations 

Following  foe  passage  of  Pub.  L  95- 
627  in  November  1978,  foe  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service  (FNS)  re-evaluated  foe 
WIC  Program  food  packages.  During  foe 
re-evaluation,  advances  in  scimitific 
evidence  and  foe  recommendations  on 
dietary  practices  from  various  nutrition 
and  health  organizations  were 
considered.  As  a  result  of  the  review, 
the  WIC  Program  food  packages  were 
redesigned  and  divided  into  six  food 
packages.  The  new  packages,  which 
more  dosely  reflect  the  nutribonal 
needs  of  partidpant  groups,  became 
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effective  upon  publication  of  Final  Food 
Package  Regulations  on  November  12, 
1980  (45  FR  74854).  Full  implementation 
by  State  agencies  was  required  by 
November  12, 1981.  During  the 
implementation  period,  States  were 
given  the  option  of  using  the  1977  Food 
Package  Regulations,  the  1980  Food 
Package  Regulations,  or  a  combination 
of  both  by  gradually  phasing  in  the  new 
regulations. 

The  1980  Food  Package  Regulations 
divided  the  three  food  packages  into  six 
packages  by  dividing  the  food  package 
for  infants  into  two  packages,  separating 
the  women’s/children’s  package  into 
three  packages  (pregnant  and 
breastfeediiig  women,  postpartum 
women,  and  children),  and  retaining  a 
special  dietary  needs  package.  It  was 
determined  by  FNS  that  the  new 
packages  would  more  accurately  meet 
the  nutritional  needs  of  each  category  of 
participant  and  would  target  the 
greatest  level  of  nutrition^  intervention 
to  participemts  with  the  greatest 
nutritional  need. 

However,  the  preamble  to  the  new 
Food  Package  Regulations  discussed  a 
new  policy  direction  which  would 
establish  a  restriction  against  a 
statewide  categorical  limitation  set  by  a 
State  agency  on  the  quantity  of  a 
specific  food.  Under  the  policy  outlined 
in  the  preamble  to  the  1980  Regulations, 
a  State  could  not  specify  a  maximum 
quantity  for  categories  of  participants 
that  was  less  thw  the  maximum 
quantity  set  forth  in  the  regulations.  The 
preamble  in  effect  rescinded  the  1978 
WIC  Program  policy  memorandum 
which  encouraged  State  agencies  to 
tailor  food  packages  for  categories  of 
participants. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  1980 
Final  Food  Package  Regulations,  several 
States  have  expressed  concerns 
regarding  implementation  of  the  new 
regulations  by  November  .12, 1981.  These 
concerns  pertained  primarily  to:  (1)  the 
administrative  and  cost  burdens  placed 
on  State  agencies  to  implement  fully  the 
new  food  packages  by  the  deadline,  and 
(2)  the  policy  discussed  in  the  preamble 
at  45  FR  74861  against  statewide 
categorical  tailoring  of  the  new  food 
packages  to  conform  to  a  State's 
nutrition  policy. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  Administration 
to  allow  as  great  a  degree  of  flexibility 
as  possible  to  State  agencies  in 
operating  their  own  programs.  FNS  is, 
therefore,  by  policy  memorandum  of 
advance  notice  dated  June  24, 1981,  and 
this  formal  notice  instituting  the 
following  policies  to  assist  State 
agencies: 


Categorical  Tailoring 

In  implementing  the  new  Food 
Package  Regulations,  State  agencies  are 
granted  permission  to  continue  the" 
longstanding  policy  of  categorically 
tailoring  the  food  packages  to  conform 
with  their  .State  nutrition  policy.  States 
must  notify  FNS  Regional  Offices  of 
any  nutrition  policies  which  result  in 
statewide  tailoring  of  food  packages  for 
a  category  of  persons  and  the  nutrition 
rationale  for  the  tailoring.  States  may 
notify  regions  of  this  poUcy  at  any  time 
through  their  State  Plans  or  other 
methods,  as  long  as  the  notification  is 
provided  in  writing.  Regions,  in  turn, 
will  forward  this  information  to  the 
Supplemental  Food  Programs  Division, 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  USDA, 
Washington,  D.C.,  for  reference  and 
information. 

As  in  the  past.  State  agencies 
choosing  to  tailor  categorically  are 
encouraged  to  establish  a  food  delivery 
system  ffiat  is  sufficiently  flexible  to 
consider  and  accommodate  individual 
needs  when  categorical  limitations  may 
not  be  advisable. 

Consistent  also  with  past  policy. 

States  may  not  tailor  a  food  package  for 
cost  or  convenience  reasons. 
Additionally,  it  is  not  intended  that 
categorical  tailoring  be  used  as  a  tool  to 
correct  caseload  management  problems. 
Tailoring  to  individual  needs  or  to 
categorical  needs  is  permitted  solely  for 
nutrition  reasons,  as  reflected  in  State 
nutrition  policy  and  philosophy. 

Implementation  Date 

Another  consideration  regarding 
implementation  of  the  food  package 
regulatons  related  to  administrative  and 
cost  burdens  of  implementation  by 
November  12, 1981.  Therefore,  to 
respond  further  to  State  concerns  about 
the  administrative  and  cost  burdens  of 
implementation,  FNS  has  extended  the 
implementation  date  6  months.  The  new 
deadline  is  May  12, 1982.  This  will  allow 
States  sufficient  additional  time  to 
complete  redesign  of  food  delivery 
systems  and  training.  It  will  also  allow 
States  to  distribute  administrative  costs 
over  two  fiscal  years,  rather  than  one. 

This  notice  has  been  examined  and 
found  not  to  contain  any  reporting  or 
recordkeeping  requirements  whi(^ 
would  necessitate  clearance  by  the 
Office  (ff  Management  and  Bu^et 
(0MB). 

Dated;  August  24, 1981. 

G.  William  Hoagland, 

Administrator,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service. 

PR  Doc.  ei-2S34S  Filed  B-Sl-au  8:46  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  34t0-40-M 


Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
7  CFR  Part  800 

Fees  for  Original  Inspection,  Official 
Weighing,  Supervision  of  Weighing, 
and  Supervision  and  Administration  of 
Official  Services 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  81-24898  appearing  at  page 
43032  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  August  25, 
1981,  please  make  the  following 
corrections; 

(1)  On  page  43032,  first  column,  under 
the  “DATES:"  paragraph,  the  times  for 
the  public  meetings  which  read  “8:30 
a.m.-ll:30  a.m.”  should  be  corrected  to 
read  “8:30  a.m.-ll:00  a.m.” 

(2)  On  page  43032,  first  column  under'" 
“ADDRESS:”,  the  line  “(60  days  from  the 
date  of  publication)”  should  be  replaced 
by  the  date:  “October  26, 1981.” 

(3)  On  page  43033,  the  eleven  (11) 
footnotes  which  appear  following  'Table 
1  should  appear  following  Table  3  on 
page  43034.  A  footnote  reading 

(“Note.— The  footnotes  for  Table  1  are 
shown  at  the  end  of  Table  3.") 

should  appear  following  Table  1. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  981 

Handling  of  Almonds  Grown  in 
California;  Salable;  Reserve,  and 
Export  Percentages  for  the  1981-82 
Crop  Year 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Emergency  interim  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  emergency  interim  final 
rule  establishes  salable,  reserve,  and 
export  percentages  of  75  percent,  25 
percent,  and  0  percent,  respectively,  for 
marketable  California  almonds  received 
by  handlers  during  the  1981-82  crop 
year,  which  began  July  1, 1981.  To 
promote  orderly  marxeting  conditions, 
this  action  is  taken  under  the  marketing 
order  for  almonds  grown  in  California. 

A  finding  is  included  for  determining 
that  an  emergency  situation  exists 
which  warrants  publication  of  this  rule. 
DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
October  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  two  copies  of  comments 
to  the  Hearing  Cleric,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  1077,  Sonm  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  where  they  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours. 


f 


\ 
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RM  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

].  S.  Miller.  Chief.  Specialty  Crops 
Branch.  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division.  ' 
AMS.  USDA,  Washington.  D.C.  20250 
(202)  447-5697. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  This 
action  has  been  reviewed  under  USDA 
guideline^  implementing  Executive 
Order  12291  and  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  No.  1512-1  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  a  “non-major”  rule. 

William  T.  Manley.  Deputy 
Administrator.  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  has  determined  that  this  action 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  because  it  would  result  in  only 
minimal  costs  being  incurred  by  the 
regulated  24  handlers. 

Information  collection  (reporting  and 
recordkeeping)  under  this  part  are 
subject  to  clearance  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  and  are  in  the 
process  of  review.  These  information 
requirements  shall  not  become  effective 
until  such  time  as  clearance  by  the  OMB 
has  been  obtained. 

It  has  been  determined  that  an 
emergency  situation  exists  which 
warrants  publication  of  this  interim  final 
hile  without  prior  opportunity  for  pubHc 
comment.  Uncertainty  regarding  the 
amount  of  1981  crop  California  almonds 
that  will  be  available  to  the  trade  has 
resulted  in  market  weakness  and  price 
instability.  For  example,  new  sales 
commitmeiUs  received  by  handlers  in 
August  1981  are  expected  to  be  far  lower 
than  the  96  million  pounds  committed  in 
August  1980.  Since  handlers  will  soon  be 
receiving  and  processing  1981  crop 
almonds  in  voliune,  it  is  hecessary  to 
establish  the  volume  regulation  that 
governs  trade  supply  promptly  so  that 
handlers  are  able  to  make  sales  during 
their  very  active  s£iles  season. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  of  rulemaking  and  other 
public  procedure  with  respect  to  this 
emergency  interim  final  action  are 
.  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  that  good  cause  is  found  for 
'  making  this  emergency  interim  final 
action  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  document  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Comments  will  be 
solicited  for  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  document,  and  this  emergency 
interim  final  aption  will  be  reviewed  at 
that  time. 

This  action  establishes  a  new 
subpart — Salable,  Reserve,  and  Export 
Percentages — ^under  the  marketing 
agreement  and  Order  No.  981,  boffi  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  981).  regulating  the 
handling  of  almonds  grown  in 
California,  hereinafter  referred  to 


collectively  as  the  "order.”  The  order  is 
effective  under  die  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UiS.C.  601-674).  The  action 
was  recommended  by  the  Almond  Board 
of  California,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Board,  at  its  July  29, 1981,  meeting. 

At  the  request  of  the  Secretary,  the 
Board  met  again  on  August  18, 1981,  and 
reaffirmed  its  July  29  recommendation. 
The  Board  concluded  that  unmanaged 
excessive  supplies  would  result  in 
continued  market  weakness  and  price 
instability. 

The  objective  of  the  order’s  volume 
regulation  provisions  is  to  establish  and 
maintain  orderly  marketing  conditions 
and  to  stabilize  prices  for  all  California 
almonds.  To  acldeve  this,  the  burden  of 
volume  regulation  must  be  applied 
equitably  among  all  segments  of  the 
industry. 

The  industry  is  faced  with  the  largest 
crop  in  its  history,  world-wide  supplies 
approximately  twice  world  demand  and 
the  adverse  impact  on  U.S.  exportS'from 
the  declining  value  of  European 
currencies  in  relation  to  the  U.S.  dollar. 
This  action  provides  a  marketable 
supply  13  percent  in  excess  of  sales  to 
combined  domestic  and  foreign  outlets 
in  any  prior  year.  It  would  tend  to 
provide  needed  supply  cmd  price 
stability  in  the  face  of  record  world 
supplies.  Moreover,  it  would  give  the 
industry  more  time  to  develop 
noncompetitive  uses  for  almonds' to 
increase  consumption,  to  assess  1981 
world  crop  prospects  and  monitor 
currency  exchange  rates.  Further,  this 
action  could  provide  stability  for  the 
1982  crop  in  the  event  that  the  California 
and  world  almond  crops  are 
substantially  less  than  1981.  Given  the 
cyclical  nature  of  almond  production, 
there  are  some  views  within  the  almond 
industry  that  1982  world  almond 
production  could  be  lower. 

In  considering  its  recommendation, 
the  Board  noted  the  estimates  it  had 
made  a  year  earlier  for  the  1980  crop. 
These  estimates,  and  the  actual  results 
are  as  follows: 

Million  pounds 


Estimate* 

Actual* 

Production: 

„  34a0 

3213 

_  314.5 

305.1 

Trade  shipmentr 

100.0 

053 

..  200.0 

186.9 

6.  Total _ _ 

_  300.0 

282.4 

Invsntofy  adjustmsni: 

7.  Carryover  (July  1. 1960) _  74.3  79.0 

8.  Carryover  (June  30, 1981) _  88.8  101.7 

9.  Adjualmani _ 14.5  82.7 

Sfltebta/rMSfVA: 

10.  Salable  supply  (6  pkn  9) _  314.5  305.1 

11.  Reserve  supply  (3  minus  10) . . . . . . 


12.  SMsMo  peroent  (10^3x100-  100  180 

13.  nesenre  percM  (100% 

minus  12) _ _ - _ _ _ 


■July  30. 1980. 

*  June  30. 1961. 

The  Board’s  recommendation  for  the 
1981-82  crop  year,  however,  would 
make  75  percent  of  the  1981  maiketaUe 
almond  production  available  to  meet 
projected  normal  domestic  and  export 
needs,  and  provide  adequate  carryover 
for  the  1982-83  crop  year.  The  estimate 
for  total  shipments  exceeds  actual  1988- 
81  crop  year  shipments  by  15  pocent. 
The  1981-82  salable  and  reserve 
percentages  are  based  on  the  following 
Board  estimates  [kernel  weight  basisj 
for  that  crop  year 


powMO 


Production: 

1.  1961  Crop - 4S0uDe 

2.  Loss  and  owompt _ 27j0 

3.  Marketable  supply .  423.0 

Trade  shipments. 

4.  Domestic . 1250 

5.  Export _ 2nO 

6.  Total -  3250 

kivenlory  ad|us>men>s: 

7.  Carryover  guly  1. 1981) _ 1017 

&  Esiiinaled  carryover  (June  30, 198S) _ 94.0 

9.  Adpisfenere _  (7  7) 

Salable/reserve: 

10.  Salable  supply  (6  plus  9) - 3170 

11.  Reserve  supply  (3  minus  10) _ 105.7 

12  Salable  peroM  (10-:-3xl0l4— — — —  7S 
13.  Reserve  percent  (100%  mnus  12) _ 25 


The  reserve  of  25  percent  (105.7 
million  kernel  weight  pounds)  would  be 
withheld  by  handlers  from  normal 
domestic  and  export  outlets  to  meet 
their  reserve  obligation.  These  reserve 
almonds  would  be:  (1)  Made  available 
to  handlers  for  sale  to  new  or  existing 
noncompetitive  domestic  and  export 
outlets  approved  by  the  Board  through 
agreements  between  the  Board  and 
handlers;  and/or  (2)  held  by  handlers  as 
a  contingency  reserve  for  possible  later 
release  to  augment  1981-82  and/or  1982- 
83  salable  supplies. 

For  the  first  option,  development  of 
new  outlets  is  a  long-term  necessity  for 
the  industry  because  of  anticipated 
larger  crops  in  the  near  future.  To 
accomplish  the  second  option,  fm 
increase  in  the  salable  percentage  would 
be  necessary.  A  recommendation  for 
that  purpose  would  need  to  be  made 
prior  to  May  15, 1982. 

The  order  permits  the  Board  to 
include  normal  export  requirements 
with  domestic  requirements  in  its 
estimate  of  trade  demand  when 
recommending  the  establishment  of 
salable  and  reserve  percentages  for  any 
crop  year.  This  year,  the  Board  included 
estimated  exports  in  trade  demand. 
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thereby  making  export  a  salable  outlet 
rather  than  a  reserve  outlet.  Because  of 
this  action,  no  portion  of  the  reserve  will 
be  eligible  for  export  to  normal  outlets 
under  this  action.  Thus,  an  export 
percentage  of  0  is  established. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  available,  including  the  Board’s 
information  and  recommendation  and 
other  recommendations  received  by  the 
Secretary,  it  is  further  found  that  the 
establishment  of  free,  reserve,  and 
export  percentages  for  the  1981-82  crop 
year,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

The  marketing  percentages  are  as 
follows: 

PART  981— ALMONDS  GROWN  IN 
CAUFORNIA 

Subpart  —Salable,  Reserve,  and 
Export  Percentages 

§  981 .230  Salable,  reserve,  and  export 
percentages  for  almonds  during  the  crop 
year  beginning  July  1, 1981. 

The  salable,  reserve,  and  export 
percentages  during  the  crop  year 
beginning  July  1, 1981,  shall  be  75, 25, 
and  0  percent,  respectively. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  August  27, 1961. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division. 

(FR  Doc  n-Z5423  Filed  8-31-Sl;  8:45  am) 

KLUNQ  CODE  3410-0MI 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

8  CFR  Parts  235  and  251 

Inspection  of  Persons  Applying  for 
Admission;  Arrival  Manifest  and  Lists; 
Supporting  Documents 

agency:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  amendments  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  introduce  minor 
changes  in  wording,  and  subdivide  a 
paragraph  relating  to  qualifications  for 
aliens  into  seven  parts  for  more 
comprehensive  reading.  Additionally, 
they  reflect  a  significant  change  in  the 
Service’s  interpretation  relatinjg  to  the 
inspection  of  vessels  en  route  to  the 
United  States  for  bunkering  purposes 
only,  and  for  aircraft  en  route  to  the 
United  States  only  to  refuel.  The 


regulations  will  permit  such  vessels  or 
aircraft  which  seek  only  to  bunker  or 
refuel  to  be  regarded  as  not  arriving  for 
inspection  purposes.  Also,  if  the  vessel 
or  aircraft  is  seeking  to  enter  the  United 
States,  the  inspection  of  such  craft  may 
be  postponed  to  an  onward  port  of 
arrival  after  refueling  only  at  the  first 
port  of  call. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  general  information:  Stanley  J. 
Kieszkiel  Acting  Instructions  Officer, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  425  Eye  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20536,  Telephone: 

(202)  633-3048. 

For  specific  information:  Alvin 
Braunstein,  Immigration  Inspector, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service.  425  Eye  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20536,  Telephone: 

(202)  633-2725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  TwO 

issues  continue  to  arise  relating  to  the 
inspection  of  vessels  entering  United 
States  waters  only  for  bunkering,  and 
aircraft  landing  in  the  United  States  only 
to  refuel: 

One  issue  is  whether  or  not  a  ship  or 
aircraft  coming  to  the  United  States  only 
for  bunkering  or  refueling  is  required  to 
be  inspected.  The  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  has  the 
authority  to  prescribe  by  regulations  the 
circumstances  under  wMch  a  vessel  or 
aircraft  shall  be  deemed  to  be  arriving 
in,  or  departing  firom  the  United  States. 
For  immigration  purposes,  inspecting 
persons  aboard  such  vessels  or  aircraft 
will  serve  no  useful  purpose,  since  no 
one  will  disembark  during  the  bunkering 
or  refueling  operations. 

The  other  issue  relates  to  the  legality 
of  deferring  the  inspection  of  vessels 
and  aircraft  until  the  first  U.S.  port  of 
call  following  the  bunkering  of  a  vessel 
or  the  refueling  of  an  aircraft.  Such 
action  by  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  does  not 
adversely  afiect  the  enforcement  of 
immigration  laws,  nor  does  it  present  a 
serious  threat  through  unauthorized 
landing  of  crew  members.  Section  271  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (8 
U.S.C.  1321)  imposes  a  $1,000  fine 
against  the  responsible  party  who  does 
not  prevent  the  unauthorized  landing  of 
an  alien  and  this  serves  as  a  safeguard 
against  any  impropriety.  This  rule 
r^uces  the  number  of  inspectional 
homs  expended.  Additionally,  in  the 
case  of  bunkering  vessels,  it  contributes 
to  the  safety  of  immigration  officers  who 
presently  may  be  required  to  travel 
under  hazardous  conditions  from  shore 
to  the  vessel 


Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  14, 1981  at  46  FR  26653.  During  the 
60  day  public  comment  period,  which 
ended  July  13, 1981,  two  comments  were 
received.  Both  commenters  supported 
the  proposed  changes  dealing  with 
eliminating  inspections  when  vessels  or 
aircraft  arrive  at  a  port  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  bunkering  or  refueling 
without  disembarking  passengers  or 
crews. 

One  airline  representative  suggested 
additional  amendatory  language  to 
S  235.1(d)(6)  to  provide  that  a  ^ange  of 
crews  at  a  refueling  point  for  long 
distance  international  flights  should  not 
be  regarded  as  an  entry  necessitating 
inspection  of  all  the  passengers  as  well 
as  the  disembarking  crew.  We  believe 
the  additional  amendatory  language 
proposed  by  the  airline  representative  to 
be  unnecessary.  During  aircraft 
refueling,  passengers  are  taken  ofl  the 
aircraft  by  airline  personnel  for  safety 
reasons.  Ifre  passengers  remain  in  in¬ 
transit  lounges  during  the  refueling 
operation  and  these  passengers  are  not 
inspected  by  the  Service  unless  they 
wish  to  enter  the  United  States  at  that 
point.  Disembarking  crews,  which  will 
lay  over  in  the  United  States,  £U'e 
inspected  before  they  leave  the  airport 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  605(b).  the 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  certifies  that  the  rule  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

The  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  within  the 
definition  of  section  1(b)  of  E.0. 12291.  It 
is  estimated  that  the  ^rvice  will  save 
about  $224,000  annually  in  overtime  pay 
to  its  inspectors  by  implementing  the 
rule  because  inspections  will  no  longer 
be  required  for  vessels  and  aircraft 
arriving  at  U.S.  ports  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  bunkering  or  refueling, 
without  disembaridng  passengers  or 
crews. 

Accordingly.  Chapter  I  of  Table  8. 
Parts  235  and  251  are  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  235— INSPECTION  OF  PERSONS 
APPLYING  FOR  ADMISSION 

In  §  235.1,  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  235.1  Scope  of  exanrination. 
***** 

(c)  Alien  members  of  United  States 
Armed  Forces  and  members  of  a  force 
of  a  NATO  country.  Any  alien  member 
of  the  United  States  Armed  Forces  who 
is  in  the  uniform  of.  or  bears  documents 
identifying  him/her  as  a  member  of. 
such  Armed  Forces,  and  who  is  coming 
to  or  departing  from  the  United  States 
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under  official  orders  or  permit  of  such 
Armed  Forces  is  not  subject  to  the 
exclusion  provisions  of  the  Act.  A 
member  of  the  force  of  a  NATO  country 
signatory  to  Article  III  of  the  Status  of 
Forces  Agreement  seeking  to  enter  the 
United  States  under  official  orders  is 
exempt  from  the  control  provision  of  the 
Act.  Any  alien  who  is  a  member  of 
either  of  the  foregoing  classes  may,  upon 
request,  be  inspected  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  his/her  entry 
as  an  alien  may  be  recorded.  If  the  alien 
does  not  appear  to  the  examining 
immigration  officer  to  be  clearly  and 
beyond  a  doubt  entitled  to  enter  the 
United  States  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  the  alien  shall  be  so  informed 
and  his/her  entry  shall  not  be  recorded. 

(d)  Qualifications  for  aliens.  The 
following  general  qualifications  and 
requirements  shall  be  met  by  each  alien 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States  for 
permanent,  indefinite,  or  temporary 
stay,  and  regardless  of  the  purpose  for 
which  he/she  seeks  to  enter 

(1)  He/she  shall  present  whatever 
documents  are  required  and  shall 
establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
immigration  officer  that  he/she  is  not 
subject  to  exclusion  under  the 
immigration  laws.  Executive  Orders,  or 
Presidential  Proclamations  and  is 
entitled  tmder  all  of  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  immigration  laws  and 
this  chapter  to  enter  the  United  States. 

(2)  For  the  purpose  of  this  part,  any 
alien  coming  to  a  United  States  port 
from  a  foreign  port,  from  an  outlying 
possession  of  the  United  States,  from 
Guam,  Puerto  Rico,  or  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  States,  or  from  another 
port  of  the  United  States  at  which 
examination  under  this  part  was  not 
completed,  shall  be  regarded  as  an 
arrival. 

(3)  Any  person,  including  an  alien 
crewman,  passing  through  the  Canal 
Zone  on  board  a  vessel  which  enters 
and  clears  at  the  Canal  Zone  port  only 
to  transit  the  Zone,  to  refuel,  or  to  land 
passengers  or  crewmen  for  medical 
treatment,  shall  not  be  regarded  as 
coming  from  a  foreign  port  solely  by 
reason  of  such  passage. 

(4)  Any  person  including  an  alien 
crewman,  on  board  a  vessel  which  after 
arrival  at  a  United  States  port  of  entry 
passes  the  Great  Lakes  seaway  en  route 
to  another  United  States  port  and  which 
enters  and  clears  at  points  in  Canada 
only  to  transit  the  seaway,  to  refuel,  or 
to  land  passengers  or  crewmen  for 
medical  treatment,  shall  not  be  regarded 
as  coming  firom  a  foreign  port  solely  by 
reason  of  such  passage. 

(5)  Any  person  seeking  to  enter  the 
United  States,  including  an  alien 
crewman,  on  board  a  vessel  en  route 


from  one  United  States  port  to  another 
United  States  port  shall  not  be  regarded 
as  coming  from  a  foreign  port  solely  by 
reason  of  the  vessel’s  stop  at  Freeport, 
Bahamas,  for  bunkering  only. 

(6)  Any  person,  including  an  alien 
crewman  on  board  a  vessel  en  route  to 
the  United  States  solely  for  bunkering 
purposes  or  an  aircraft  en  route  to  the 
United  States  solely  for  refueling 
purposes,  who  does  not  seek  to  enter  the 
United  States,  shall  be  regarded  as  not 
arriving  for  purposes  of  immigration. 

(7)  The  immigration  inspection  of  any 
person,  including  an  alien  crewman,  on 
board  a  vessel  or  aircraft,  may  be 
postponed  to  an  onward  port  of  arrival, 
if  the  vessel  or  aircraft  will  only  bunker 
or  refuel  at  the  first  port  of  call. 
***** 

(Secs.  101, 103,  212,  213,  221,  234,  235,  236,  237, 
238,  242;  8  U.S.C.  1101, 1103, 1182, 1183, 1201, 
1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1252) 

PART  251— ARRIVAL  MANIFESTS  AND 
LISTS:  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 

In  §  251.1,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  251.1  Arrival  manfests  and  lists. 

(a)  Vessels.  The  master  or  agent  of 
every  vessel  arriving  in  the  United 
States  from  a  foreign  place  or  frnm  an 
outlying  possession  of  the  United  States 
shaU  present  to  the  immigration  officer 
at  the  port  where  the  immigration 
inspection  is  performed  a  manifest  of  all 
crewmembers  on  board  on  Form  1-418  in 
accordance  with  the  instructions 
contained  thereon.  A  manifest  shall  not 
be  required  for  crewmen  aboard  a 
vessel  of  United  States,  Canadian,  or 
British  registry  engaged  solely  in  traffic 
on  the  Great  Lakes,  or  the  St.  Lawrence  . 
River,  and  connecting  waterways 
herewith  designated  as  a  Great  Lakes 
vessel,  except  crewmen  of  other  than 
United  States,  Canadian,  or  British 
citizenship  and,  after  submission  of  a 
manifest  on  the  first  voyage  of  a 
calendar  year,  a  manifest  shall  not  be 
required  on  subsequent  arrivals  unless 
there  is  employed  on  the  vessel  at  the 
time  of  such  arrival  an  alien  crewman  of 
other  than  United  States,  British,  or 
Canadian  citizenship  who  was  not 
aboard  and  listed  on  the  occasion  of  the 
submission  of  the  last  prior  manifest. 

The  master  or  agent  of  a  vessel  that  only 
bunkers  at  a  United  States  port  pursuant 
to  §  235.1(d)(7)  of  this  part  must 
annotate  Form  1-418  to  indicate  the  time, 
date  and  place  of  bunkering. 

(b)  Aircraft.  The  captain  or  agent  of 
every  aircraft  arriving  in  the  United 
States  firom  a  foreign  place  or  from  an 
outlying  possession  of  the  United  States, 
except  an  aircraft  arriving  in  the  United 


States  directly  firom  Canada  on  a  fli^t 
originating  in  that  country,  shall  present 
to  Uie  immigration  officer  at  the  port 
where  the  inspection  is  perform^  a 
manifest  on  the  Bureau  of  Customs  Form 
7507  or  on  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization’s  General 
Declaration  of  all  the  alien 
crewmembers  on  board,  including  alien 
crewmembers  who  are  returning  to  the 
United  States  after  taking  an  ainaalt  of 
the  same  line  firom  the  United  States  to  a 
foreign  place  or  alien  crewmembers  who 
are  entering  the  United  States  as 
passengers  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  an  aircrafi  of  the  same  line  from 
the  United  States  to  a  foreign  port  The 
captain  or  agent  of  an  aira^  that  only 
refuels  at  the  United  States  port 
pursuant  to  §  235.1(d)(7)  of  this  part 
must  annotate  the  manifest  to  indicate 
the  time,  date  and  place  of  refueling. 

The  surname,  given  name,  and  middle 
initial  of  each  alien  crewman  listed  also 
shall  be  shown  on  the  manifest  In 
addition,  the  captain  or  agent  of  the 
aircraft  shall  indicate  in  writing 
immediately  below  the  name  of  the  last 
alien  listed  on  the  Form  or  Declaration, 
the  number  of  United  States  citizen 
crewmen  on  board,  if  any.  If  there  are 
no  alien  crewmen  aboard,  the  captain  or 
agent  shall  indicate  in  writing  on  the 
Form  or  Declaration  the  number  of 
United  States  citizen  crewmen,  followed 
by  a  statement  that  there  are  no  alien 
crewmen. 

***** 

(Secs.  101, 103, 212, 251, 252;  8  U.S.C  1103, 
1182, 1221, 1281, 1282) 

Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

Doris  M.  Meissner, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25477  Hied  S-31-S1 8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  Safety  and  Inspection  Service 

9  CFR  Parts  331  and  381 

[Docket  Na  81-050F] 

Designation  of  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island  Under  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
and  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Acts 

Note.— This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  August  31, 1961.  H 
is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet  requirements 
for  publication  on  the  Tuesday /Friday 
schedule  assigned  to  the  Food  Safety  and 
Inspection  Service,  USDA 

agency:  Food  Safety  and  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 
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ACnow:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
hereby  designates  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island  under  section  301(c}{3]  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  and  section 
5(c)(3)  of  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection 
Act.  Representatives  of  the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  have  advised 
this  Department  that  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island  will  no  longer  be  in  a  position  to 
continue  administering  State  meat  and 
poultry  inspection  programs  after 
September  30, 1981.  Accordingly, 
effective  October  1, 1981,  all 
establishments  operating  under  the 
Rhode  Island  meat  inspection  program 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
titles  I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat 
Inspection  Act  Additionally,  effective 
October  1, 1981,  all  establishments 
operating  under  the  Rhode  Island 
poultry  inspection  program  shall  be 
subject  to  sections  1-4,  6-10,  and  12-22 
of  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act 
By  this  designation,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  of 
administering  the  meat  and  poultry 
inspection  programs  with  respect  to 
estabhshments  operating,  and  intrastate 
operations  and  transactions,  wholly 
within  that  State. 

The  provisions  concerning  designated 
States  are  found  in  Parts  331  and  381, 
Subchapters  A  and  C,  Chapter  III,  Title  9 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  notice  of 
designation  is  effective  on  August  31, 
1981. 

The  effective  date  of  this  amendment 
is  October  1, 1981. 

As  a  result  of  this  amendment,  the 
provisions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  and 
sections  1-4, 6-10,  and  12-22  of  the 
Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act  will 
apply  to  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  on 
and  after  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Joe  Blair,  Director,  Federal-State 
Relations  Branch,  Meat  and  Poultry 
Inspection  Operations,  Food  Safety  and 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  DC  20250, 

(202)  447-6313. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Executive  Order  12291 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291,  and  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  a  “major  rule.”  The  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  of 
administering  the  meat  and  poultry 


inspection  programs  with  respect  to 
establishments  operating,  and  intrastate 
operations  and  transactions,  wholly 
vnthin  that  State.  This  action  is  being 
taken  because  the  State  of  Rhode  Island 
indicated  it  was  no  longer  in  a  position 
to  enforce  requirements  with  respect  to 
said  establishments  at  least  equd  to 
those  imposed  under  titles  I  and  IV  of 
the  Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  and 
sections  1-4,  6-10,  and  12-22  of  the 
Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act  It  will 
not  result  in  an  annual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  a 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries, 

Federal  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or 
significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment 
productivity,  innovation,  or  the  ability  of 
United  States-based  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign-based  enterprises 
in  domestic  or  export  markets. 

Since  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  has 
advised  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  the  State-operated  meat 
and  poultry  inspection  program  will  be 
discontinued  due  to  lack  of  funding,  the 
Federal  Government  is  mandated  by 
law  to  assume  the  responsibilities  for 
the  meat  and  poultry  inspection  program 
with  respect  to  establishments 
operating,  and  intrastate  operations  and 
transactions,  wholly  within  the  State. 
Therefore,  no  alternative  actions  imder 
the  law  are  available  to  the  Department. 

Effect  or  Sm^  Entities 

Dr.  Donald  L.  Houston,  Administrator, 
Food  Safety  and  Inspection  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  As 
stated  above,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  of 
administering  the  meat  and  poultry 
inspection  programs  with  respect  to 
establishments  operating,  and 
operations  and  transactions,  wholly 
within  that  State.  This  action  will  ^ect 
approximately  35  heretofore  State 
inspected  mqat  and  poultry 
establishments  in  Rhode  Island,  most,  if 
not  all,  of  which  may  be  presumed  to  be 
small  businesses.  However,  this  is  not  a 
substantial  number  of  establishments 
given  the  approximately  10,000  small 
meat  establishments  and  small  poultry 
establishments  nationwide,  which  are 
either  federally  or  State  inspected. 
Additionally,  the  application  of  certain 
Federal  facility  and  other  requirements 
to  such  establishments  will  1^  flexible 
insofar  as  each  facility  will  be  reviewed 
with  regard  to  the  circumstances 
peculiar  to  that  establishment 


Furthermore,  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
significant  costs  will  be  incurred  by 
these  Rhode  Island  establishments  as  a 
result  of  this  action.  Those  specific 
establishments  for  which  some 
upgrading  of  facilities  is  indicated  will 
be  provided  up  to  36  months  in  which  to 
make  such  changes. 

Background 

Representatives  of  the  Governor  of 
Rhode  Island  have  advised  this 
Depeirtment  that  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island  will  no  longer  be  in  a  position  to 
continue  administering  a  State  meat 
inspection  program  after  September  30, 
1981,  and  have  requested  the 
Department  to.  assume  responsibility  for 
canying  out  the  provisions  of  titles  I  and 
IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act, 
with  respect  to  establishments  within 
the  State  at  which  cattle,  sheep,  swine, 
goats,  or  equines  are  slaughtered  or  their 
carcasses,  or  parts  or  products  thereof, 
are  prepared  for  use  as  human  food, 
solely  for  distribution  within  such  State, 
and  with  respect  to  intrastate  operations 
and  transactions  concerning  meat  and 
meat  food  products  and  other  articles 
and  animals  subject  to  the  Federal  Meat 
Inspection  Act,  and  persons,  firms,  and 
corporations  engaged  therein. 

Also,  representatives  of  the  Governor 
of  Rhode  Island  have  advised  this 
Department  that  Rhode  Island  will  no 
longer  be  in  a  position  to  continue 
administering  a  State  poultry  inspection 
program  after  September  30, 1981,  and 
have  requested  the  Department  to 
assume  the  responsibility  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  sections  1-4,  6-10, 
and  12-22  of  the  Poultry  Products 
Inspection  Act  with  respect  to 
establishments  within  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island  at  which  poultry  are 
slaughtered  or  poultry  products  are 
processed  for  use  as  human  food,  solely 
for  distribution  within  the  State,  and 
with  respect  to  operations  and 
transactions  wholly  within  the  State 
concerning  products  or  other  articles 
and  animals  subject  to  the  Poultry 
Products  Inspection  Act,  and  persons, 
firms,  and  corporations  engaged  therein. 

The  Secretary  heretofore  determined 
that  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  had 
developed  and  activated  requirements 
at  least  equal  to  the  requirements  under 
titles  I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat 
Inspection  Act,  and  sections  1-4, 6-10, 
and  12-22  of  the  Poultry  Products 
Inspection  Act  However,  such  titles  and 
sections  contemplate  continuous, 
ongoing  programs,  €ind  in  view  of  the 
termination  date  now  applicable  to  the 
Rhode  Island  meat  and  poultry 
inspection  programs,  it  is  hereby 
determined  that  Rhode  Island  is  not 
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effectively  enforcing  requirements  at 
least  equal  to  those  imposed  under  titles 
I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act  and  sections  1-4,  6-10,  and  12-22  of 
the  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act. 
Therefore,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  designates 
said  State  under  section  301(c)(3)  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  and  section 
5(c)(3)  of  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection 
Act. 

On  and  after  October  1. 1981,  the 
provisions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  shall  apply 
to  intrastate  operations  and  transactions 
in  said  State,  and  to  persons,  firms,  and 
corporations  engaged  therein,  to  the 
same  extent  and  in  the  same  manner  as 
if  such  operations  and  transactions  were 
conducted  in  or  for  “commerce",  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Meat 
Inspection  Act,  and  any  establishment 
in  the  State  which  conducts  any 
^  slaughtering  or  preparation  of  carcasses 
or  parts  or  products  thereof,  as 
described  above,  must  have  Federal 
meat  inspection  or  cease  its  operations, 
unless  it  qualifies  for  an  exemption 
under  section  23(a)  or  301(c)  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act. 

Also,  on  and  after  October  1, 1981,  the 
provisions  of  sections  1-4, 6-10,  and  12- 
22  of  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act 
shall  apply  to  intrastate  operations  and 
transactions  in  said  State  and  to 
persons,  firms,  and  corporations 
engaged  therein,  to  the  same  extent  and 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  such 
operations  and  transactions  were 
conducted  in  or  for  "commerce”,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Poultry  Products 
Inspection  Act,  and  any  establishment 
in  the  State  which  conducts  any 
slaughter  or  processing  of  poultry  or 
poultry  products  must  have  Federal 
inspection  or  cease  its  operations, 
unless  it  qualifies  for  an  exemption 
under  section  15  or  5(c)(2)  of  the  Poultry 
Products  Inspection  Act. 

Therefore,  the  operator  of  each  such 
establishment  who  desires  to  continue 
any  such  operations  after  September  30, 
1981,  should  immediately  communicate 
with  the  Regional  Director  for  Meat  and 
Poultry  Inspection  Operations  as  listed 
below,  for  information  concerning  the 
requirements  and  exemptions  under  the 
Acts  and  application  for  inspection  and 
survey  of  the  establishment: 

Dr.  M.  C.  McNay,  Director,  Northeastern 


Region,  Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection 
Operations,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Seventh  Floor.  1421  Cherry 
Street,  I^iladelphia,  PA  19102,  (215)  597- 
4219. 

PART  331— SPECIAL  PROVISIONS 
FOR  DESIGNATED  STATES  AND 
TERRITORIES;  AND  FOR 
DESIGNATION  OF  ESTABUSHMENTS 
WHICH  ENDANGER  PUBUC  HEALTH 
AND  FOR  SUCH  DESIGNATED 
ESTABUSHMENTS 

Accordingly,  Part  331  of  the  Federal 
meat  inspection  regulations  (9  CFR  Part 
331)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  331 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  21  and  301, 81  Stat.  584, 

588,  592,  593,  595;  21  U.S.C.  621, 661. 

§  331.2  [Amended] 

2.  The  table  in  §  331.2  of  the  Federal 
meat  inspection  regulations  (9  CFR 
331.2)  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  the  "State"  column,  "Rhode  Island” 
is  added  immediately  below  “Puerto 
Rico”. 

In  the  "Effective  date  of  application  of 
Federal  provisions”  column.  “October  1, 
1981,”  is  added  on  the  line  with  “Rhode 
Island”. 

PART  381— POULTRY  PRODUCTS 
INSPECTION  REGULATIONS 

Further,  Part  381  of  the  poultry 
products  inspection  regulations  (9  CFR 
Part  381)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Pcirt  381 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  5(c)  and  14, 71  Stat  441,  as 
amended;  21  U.S.C.  454(c),  463. 

§381.221  [Amended]* 

2.  The  table  in  §  381.221  of  the  poultry 
products  inspection  regulations  (9  CFR 
381.221)  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  the  “State”  column,  “Rhode  Island” 
is  added  immediately  below  “Puerto 
Rico”. 

In  the  “Effective  date  of  application  of 
Federal  provisions”  column,  “October  1, 
1981,”  is  added  on  the  line  with  “Rhode 
Island”. 

Donald  L  Houston,  Administrator, 
Food  Safety  and  Inspection  Service,  has 
determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
designate  the  State  of  Rhode  Island 
immediately,  in  accordance  with  section 
301(c)(3)  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 


Act  and  section  5(c)(3)  of  the  Poultry 
Products  Inspection  AcL  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  Secretary’s  responsibilittet 
imder  the  Acts. 

Therefore,  it  does  not  appear  that 
additional  relevant  information  would 
be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  by 
public  participation  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding.  Accordingly,  under  the 
administrative  procedures  provisions  in 
5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedures 
are  impracticable  and  contr^  to  the 
public  interest 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August  17, 
1981. 

Donald  L.  Houston, 

Administrator,  Food  Safety  arni  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-2S378  Filed  8.28-81;  1:4$  aa|  • 

BIUJNQ  CODE  M1<MNS4I 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

12  CFR  Part  701 

Participation  Loans;  Purchaaa,  Sals 
and  Pledge  of  EHgIble  ObNgattons; 
Correction 

agency:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Final  rule:  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  the 
numbering  of  paragraphs  in  NCUA’s 
participation  loan  regulation.  Recently, 
NCUA  removed  certain  paragraphs  from 
the  regulation.  (The  document  maldng 
those  changes  appeared  at  page  38678  of 
the  Federal  Register  for  Wednesday, 

July  29, 1981  (45  FR  38678.)  The 
remaining  paragraphs  were  to  be 
renumbered  consecutively:  however,  the 
sentence  renumbering  one  paragraph 
was  inadvertently  omitted. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  L  Culhane,  Jr.,  Office  of  General 
Counsel:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration:  1776  G  Street  N.W^ 
Washington,  D.C.  2Q^56.  Telephone: 

(202)  357-1030. 

Rosemary  Brady, 

Secretary,  NCUA  Board. 

August  25, 1981. 

Authority.  12  U.S.a  1757, 17e6(a).  1780(aXll). 
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PART  701— ORGANIZATION  AND 
OPERATION  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT 
UNIONS 

Accordingly,  NCUA  is  correcting  12 
CFR  701.21-7  as  follows: 

§701.21-7  ICorrected] 

1.  Section  701.21-7  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (b](5]  as 
paragraph  (b)(4). 

[PR  Doc.  n-2S«Sa  PUwl  8-31-M;  8:4S  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  7S3S-01-M 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  13  ' 

[Docket  No.  C-3072] 

ZaleCorp.;  Prohibited  Trade 
Practices,  and  Affirmative  Corrective 
Actions 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  order. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  that 
a  Dallas,  Texas  retailer  cease,  in 
connection  with  the  extension  of  open 
end  credit,  failing  to  comply  with  the 
billing  error  resolution  procedures 
required  by  the  Fair  Credit  Billing  Act 
The  firm  is  required  to  send  a  prescribed 
“Billing  Complaint  Form"  to  specified 
customers  and  upon  receipt  of  such 
form,  investigate  each  billing  error  claim 
and  either  refund  or  credit  the  amount  in 
error,  or  provide  the  customer  with  proof 
that  the  claim  was  incorrect;  take 
reasonable  steps  to  correct  any 
erroneous  credit  report;  and  pay  all 
unpaid  credit  balances  which  existed 
after  April  1, 1975,  plus  daily  interest. 
The  order  also  requires  the  firm  to 
include  a  specified  disclosure  on  all 
future  periodic  statements  which  reflect 
a  credit  balance,  and  pay  all  credit 
balances  upon  written  request,  or 
automatically  after  7  months  if  no 
request  has  been  made. 

DATE:  Complaint  and  order  issued 
August  4, 1981.^ 


'  Copies  of  the  Complaint  and  the  Decision  and 
Order  filed  with  the  original  documenL 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rachel  Garson,  lOR,  Seattle  Regional 
Office,  Federal  Trade  Commission.  28tii 
Floor.  Federal  Bldgn  915  Second  Ave., 
Seattle,  Wash.  98174.  (206)  399-4865. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Thursday,  May  28, 1981,  there  was 
published  in  ffie  Federal  Register,  46  FR 
28661,  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Zale 
Corporation,  a  ctHporation,  for  the 
purpose  of  soliciting  public  comment. 
Interested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the 
issuance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form 
contemplated  by  the  agreement,  made 
its  jurisdictional  findings  and  entered  its 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
corrective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows:  Subpart — 
Corrective  Actions  and/or 
Requirements:  §  13.533  Corrective 
actions  and/or  requirements,  13.533-20 
Disclosures,  13.533-37  Formal  regulatory 
and/or  statutory  requirements,  13.533-45 
Maintain  records,  13.533-55  Refunds, 
rebates,  and/or  credits.  Subpart — 
Delaying  or  Withholding  Corrections, 
Adjustments  or  Action  Owed:  §  13.675 
Delaying  or  withholding  corrections, 
adjustments  or  action  owed.  Subpart — 
Failing  To  Comply  with  Affirmative 
Statutory  Requirements:  §  13.1048 
Failing  to  comply  with  affirmative 
statutory  requirements,  13.1048-45 
Truth  in  Lending  Act.  Subpart — 
Neglecting  Unfairly  or  Deceptively,  To 
Make  Material  Disclosure:  §  13.1852 
Formal  regulatory  and  statutory 
requirements,  §  13,1852-75  Truth  in 
Lending  Act:  §  13.1905  Terms  and 
conditions,  13.1905-60  Truth  in  Lending 
Act. 

(Sec.  e,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  82  Stat. 
146, 147;  15  U.S.C.  45, 1601,  et  seq.) 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  Sl-28111  Filed  S-31-«;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNO  CODE  67S0-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Fed«ral  Energy  Regulatory 
Commieelon 
18  CFR  Part  282 
[Docket  No.  RM79-14] 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978; 
Incremental  Pricing  Acquisition  Cost 
Thresholds 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

action:  Order  prescribing  incremental 
pricing  thresholds. 

summary:  The  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  is 
issuing  the  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  thresholds  prescribed 
by  Title  n  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 
and  18  CFR  262.304.  The  Act  requires  the 
Commission  to  compute  and  publish  the 
threshold  prices  before  the  beginning  of 
each  month  for  which  the  figures  apply. 
Any  cost  of  natural  gas  above  the 
applicable  threshold  is  considered  to  be 
an  incremental  gas  cost  subject  to 
incremental  pricing  surcharging. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FimTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Keimeth  A.  Williams,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  N.  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
(202)  357-8500. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued:  August  25, 1981. 

Section  203  of  the  NGPA  requires  that 
the  Commission  compute  and  make 
available  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  threshold  prices 
prescribed  in  Title  n  before  the 
beginning  of  any  month  for  which  such 
figures  apply. 

Pursuant  to  that  mandate  and 
pursuant  to  §  375.307(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  delegating  the 
publication  of  such  prices  to  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation,  the  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  threshold  prices  for  the 
month  of  September  1981  is  issued  by 
the  publication  of  a  price  table  for  the 
applicable  month. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams, 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 
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Calondw  Yav  1980 


$1,702  $1,736  $1,750  $1.7«2  $1,776  $1,790  $1J04  $1,619  $1334  $1349  $139$  $1377 

....  ^3S6  2381  ^404  2.428  2453  2478  2504  2532  2980  2999  2314  2349 

_  1.788  1.799  1312  1.82S  1339  1353  1367  1383  1389  1319  1329  130 

7.170  7360  7310  7.110  7.380  8.040  7340  7380  7300  7300  7360  7390 

Calendar  Year  1981 

1391  1.908  1.92S  1342  1.964  1.967  1.980  1390  2000 

2.667  2.696  2729  2.761  2787  2813  2340  2363  2398 

1.957  1.975  1.903  2011  2024  2037  2050  2060  2070 

7310  7.960  6360  9.010  9310  9.430  0360  9360  8380 


(FR  Doc.  81-25463  FUed  8-31-81;  835  am) 
BHJJNQ  CODE  6450-85-11 


Incremental  pricing  threshold _ _ 

NGPA  section  102  threshold _ ............ 

NGPA  section  109  threshold _ _ _ _ 

130%  o1  No.  2  fuel  oil  in  New  York  City  threshold 


hicrainental  pricing  threshold.— . - . 

NGPA  secOon  102  threshold . . 

NGPA  section  109  threshold . . — _ 

130ofNa2luelollinNaw  York  City  threshold. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  522 

Implantation  or  Iniectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  not  Subject  to 
Certification;  Acepromazine  Maleate 
Injection 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  filed  by  Med-Tech, 
Inc.,  providing  for  the  sale  and  effective 
use  of  acepromazine  maleate  injection 
for  dogs  as  an  aid  in  tranquilization  and 
as  a  preanesthetic  agent. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Bob  G.  Griffith,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-112],  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-^30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Med- 
Tech,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  338,  Elwood,  KS 
66024,  filed  an  NADA  (117-531) 
providing  for  safe  and  effective 
intravenous,  intramuscular,  or 
subcutaneous  use  of  a  lO-milligram-per* 
milliliter  acepromazine  maleate 
injection  as  an  aid  in  tranquilization  and 
as  a  preanesthetic  agent  for  dogs.  This 
approval  is  supported  by  controlled 
clinical  and  nonclinical  studies,  safety 
studies,  and  reprints  firom  scientific 
literature  establishing  safe  and  effective 
use  of  the  drug.  The  NADA  is  approved 
and  the  regulations  are  amended  to 
reflect  the  approval.  In  addition,  the 
existing  regulation  is  editorially  revised 


to  delete  the  chemical  name  for  this  drug 
and  to  reflect  current  format. 

In  accordance  with  the  fi«edom  of 
information  provisions  of  Part  20  (21 
CFR  Part  20)  and  S  514.11(e)(2)(ii)  (21 
CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii)),  a  summary  of 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  and 
information  submitted  to  support 
approval  of  this  application  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(formerly  the  Hearing  Clerk's  office) 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  fiY)m  9  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

The  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
has  determined  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
25.24(d)(l)(i)  (proposed  December  11, 
1979;  44  FR  71742)  that  this  action  is  of  a 
type  that  does  not  individually  or 
cumulatively  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment.  Therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  assessment 
nor  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  required. 

This  action  is  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  556  and  557  and  is 
therefore  excluded  fi*om  Executive 
Order  12291  by  section  1(a)(1)  of  the 
Order. 

PART  552— IMPLANTATION  OR 
INJECTABLE  DOSAGE  FORM  NEW 
ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO 
CERTIFICATION 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10 
(formerly  5.1;  see  46  FR  26052;  May  11, 
1981))  and  redelegated  to  the  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83),  Part 
522  is  amended  by  revising  S  522.23  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  522.23  Acepromazine  maleate  btlection. 

(a)  Specifications.  Each  milliliter  of 
stbrile  aqueous  solution  contains  10 


milligrams  of  acepromazine  ma'eate. 

(b)  Conditions  of  use.  See  No.  000656 
in  §  S10.600(c)  of  this  chapter  for  use  in 
dogs,  cats,  horses  as  follows: 

(1)  Indications  for  use.  It  is  used  in 
dogs,  cats,  and  horses  as  a  tranquilizer. 

(2)  Amount  Dogs:  0.25  to  0.5  milligram 
per  pound  of  body  weight;  Cats:  0.5  to 
1.0  milligram  per  pound  of  body  weight 
Horses:  2.0  to  4J)  milligrams  per  100 
pounds  of  body  wei^t 

(3)  Limitations.  The  drug  is 
administered  intravenously, 
intramuscularly,  or  subcutaneously  with 
the  dosage  individualized  d^iending 
upon  the  degree  of  tranquilization 
required.  Do  not  use  in  horses  intended 
for  food.  Federal  law  restricts  this  drug 
to  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licenced 
veterinarian. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  See  No.  013963 
in  §  510.600(c)  of  diis  chaptn  for  use  in 
dogs  as  follows: 

(1)  Indications  for  use.  It  is  used  in 
dogs  as  an  aid  in  tranquilization  and  as 
a  preanesthetic  agent 

(2)  Amount  Dogs:  0.25  to  0.5  milligram 
per  pound  of  body  weight 

(3)  Limitations.  The  drug  is 

administered  intravenously, 
intramusculariy,  or  subcutaneously  with 
the  dosage  individualized  depending 
upon  the  degree  of  tranquilization 
required.  Federal  law  restricts  diis  drug 
to  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed 
veterinarian.  ✓ 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  September  1, 1961. 

(Sec.  512(i),  82  Stat  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i))) 

Dated:  August  20, 19et 
Gerald  B.  GnosL 

Acting  Director.  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.  81-2S3n  Tfled  8-31-81;  838  an) 
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21  CFR  Part  558 

Animal  Drugs,  Feeds,  and  Related 
Products;  New  Animal  Drugs  for  Use  in 
Animal  Feeds;  Styrylpyridinium 
Chloride— DiethylcartMimazine 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  filed  by  American 
Cyanamid  Co.,  providing  for  use  of  a  dry 
dog  food  containing  styrylpyridinium 
chloride  and  diethylcarbamazine.  The 
feed  is  used  as  an  aid  in  control  of  large 
roundworms  and  hookworms,  and  in 
prevention  of  heartworm  disease. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Bob  G.  Griffith,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-112),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443-3430. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

American  Cyanamid  Co.,  P.O.  Box  400, 
Princeton,  NJ  08540,  filed  an  NADA 
[100-356]  providing  for  use  of  a  dry  dog 
food  containing  0.039  percent  (178 
milligrams  per  pound]  styrylpyridinium 
chloride  and  0.024  percent  (107 
milligrams  per  pound] 
diethylcarbamazine  (as  the  base]. 
American  Cyanamid  is  sponsor  of  an 
approved  NADA  (49-555]  for  a  similar 
diy  dog  food  containing  0.035  percent 
(160  milligrams  per  pound] 
styrylpyridinium  chloride  cmd  0.021 
percent  (96  milligrams  per  poimd] 
diethylcarbamazine.  The  increase  in 
concentration  of  the  drug  components 
compensates  for  reduction  in  food 
consumption  fi-om  1.25  pounds  to  1.0 
pound  per  dog  daily  and  in  calories  per 
pound  of  food  for  privately  owned  dogs. 
The  basic  safety  and  efficacy  data 
supporting  this  application  are 
contained  in  NADA  49-555  and  is 
incorporated  by  reference.  A  waiver  of 
adequate  and  well-controlled 
investigations  to  demonstrate 
eflectiveness  as  required  by 
§  514.1(b](8](v]  (21  CFR  514.1(b](8](v]] 
for  this  combination  drug  is  based  on 
data  in  the  supporting  NADA. 

In  accordance  with  the  fi^edom  of 
information  provisions  of  Part  20  (21 
CFR  Part  20]  and  §  514.11(e](2](ii]  (21 
CFR  514.11(e](2](ii]],,a  summary  of 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  and 
information  submitted  to  support 
approval  of  this  application  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(formerly  the  Hearing  Cleric’s  office] 


(HFA-305],  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  from  9  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

The  agency  has  determined  pursuant 
to  21  25.24(d](l](i]  (proposed 

December  11, 1979;  44  FR  71742]  that  this 
action  is  of  a  t3rpe  that  does  not 
individually  or  cumulatively  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  human 
environment.  Therefore,  neither  an 
environmental  assessment  nor  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
required. 

PART  558— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i],  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i]]]  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1]  and 
redelegated  to  the  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83],  Part  558  is 
amended  by  revising  §  558.565  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  558.565  Styrylpyridinium  chloride, 
diethylcarbamazine. 

(a]  Approvals.  To  010042  in 
§  510.600[c]  of  this  chapter  for  a  feed, 
each  poimd  containing  a  combination  of 
either 


StyiylpyrWnlum  chtoride 


(1)  0.035  percent 
pound). 

(2)  0.039  percent 
pound). 


(160  mMigrame/ 
(178  milligrams/ 


0.021  percent  (96 
milligrams/ 
pound). 

0.024  percent  (107 
mWigrams/ 
pound). 


(b]  Conditions  of  use  in  dogs — (1] 
Amount,  (i]  0.035  percent 
styrylpyridinium  chloride  £uid  0.021 
percent  diethylcarbamazine  (as  base], 
administered:  to  maximum  stressed 
dogs,  em  amount  of  feed  in  ounces  equal 
to  the  dog's  body  weight  id  poimds 
divided  by  4;  to  medium  stressed  dogs, 
an  amount  divided  by  4.5;  to  low 
stressed  dogs,  an  amount  divided  by  5; 
to  underweight  dogs,  10  percent  more 
than  the  amounts  specified;  to 
overweight  dogs,  10  percent  less  than 
the  amounts  specified,  adjustments 
every  7  days  until  the  desired  body 
wei^t  is  obtained. 

(ii]  0.039  percent  styrylpyridinium 
chloride  and  0.024  percent 
diethylcarbamazine  (as  base] 
admi^stered  at  4.5  ounces  (1  packet] 
per  20  pounds  of  body  weight  daily  (2.5 
milligrams  of  styrylpyridinium  chloride 
and  1.5  milligrams  of 
diethylcarbamazine  per  pound  of  body 
weight]. 


(2]  Indications  for  use.  Control  of 
hookworms  [Ancylostoma  caninum]  and 
roundworms  [Toxocara  canis],  and 
prevention  of  heartworm  disease 
[Dirofilaria  immitis). 

(3]  Limitations.  Dogs  with  established 
heartworm  infections  should  not  be 
treated  until  converted  to  a  negative 
status.  For  prevention  of  heartworm 
infestation,  administer  before  the 
mosquito  season  and  as  soon  as  young 
puppies  are  bom.  Administer 
continuously  during  periods  of  exposure 
to  hookworm,  roundworm,  and 
heartworm  to  control  recurring  burdens 
of  hookworms  and  roundworms  and 
prevent  maturation  of  immature 
heartworms  (third  stage  infective 
larvae]  into  adults.  Federal  law  restricts 
this  drug  to  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a 
licensed  veterinarian. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  September  1, 1981. 

(Sec.  512(i],  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i]]] 

Dated:  August  20, 1981. 

Gerald  B.  Guest, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25302  Filed  S^Sl-Sl:  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  680 

[Docket  No.  79N-0097] 

Allergenic  Products;  Antigen  E 
Potency  Test;  Additional  Standards  for 
Miscellaneous  Product^  Correction 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  In  FR  Doc.  81-22365 
appearing  at  page  39129  in  the  Federal 
Renter  for  Friday,  July  31, 1981,  on 
page  39136,  column  1,  §  680.40  Short 
ragweed  pollen  extracts  is  corrected  in 
paragraph  (b](2](v]  by  inserting  the  word 
"in”  between  the  words  “decline"  and 
“potency”. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Micheal  L  Hooton,  Bureau  of  Biologies 
(HFB-620],  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  8800  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  MD  20205,  301-443-1306. 

Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

Mervin  H.  Shumate, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25300  Filed  B-31-81;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Pension  and  Weifare  Benefit 
Programs  ^ 

29  CFR  Part  2530 

Ruies  and  Reguiations  for  Minimum 
Standards  for  Empioyee  Benefit  Plans; 
Suspension  of  Benefit  Ruies— Deferral 
of  Effective  Date 

Note. — ^This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Augiut  31. 1981.  It 
is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet  requirements 
for  publication  on  the  Tuesday/Friday 
schedule  assigned  to  the  Department  of 
Labor. . 

agency:  OfHce  of  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  Labor. 

ACTION:  Interim  deferral  of  elective 
date  of  final  rule  and  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  defers  until 
October  1, 1981,  the  effective  date  of  29 
CFR  2530.203-3,  Suspension  of  Benefit 
Rules,  and  proposes  deferring  the 
effective  date  of  this  regulation  until 
action  is  taken  on  proposed 
amendments  to  it.  This  regulation  had 
been  due  to  take  effect  on  September  1, 
1981.  These  actions  are  taken  in  order  to 
permit  proposed  rulemaking  which 
appears  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

DATE:  The  effective  date  of  29  CFR 
2530.203-3  is  deferred  until  October  1, 
1981.  Comments  on  the  proposal  to  defer 
the  effective  date  of  this  regulation  until 
action  is  taken  on  today’s  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulation  must  be 
received  by  the  Department  on  or  before 
September  14, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments 
(preferably  at  least  three  copies)  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  Reporting 
and  Plan  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  N- 
4508,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20216.  Attention: 
Suspension  of  Benefits — ^Deferral.  All 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Public 
Documents  Room,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  Department  of  Labor, 
Room  N-4677,  200  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jay  S.  Neuman,  Office  of  the  Solicitor; 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20216;  Room  C-450B; 
202-523-8658. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  27, 1981,  the  Department  of 


Labor  published  in  the  Federal  Re^ster 
(46  FR  8894]  a  final  regulation  under 
section  203(a)(3)(Bl  of  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974 
(ERISA)  governing  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  is  permissible  for  a  plan 
to  suspend  the  payment  of  pension 
benefits  (29  CFR  2530.203-3).  As 
published,  this  regulation  was  due  to 
take  effect  May  27, 1981^ 

On  May  26, 1981,  Jime^ 30, 1981,  and 
July  31, 1981,  the  Department  published 
documents  (46  FR  28151,  33517,  39138) 
which  announced  its  decision  to  defer 
the  effective  date  of  the  suspension  of 
benefits  regulation  until  July  1, 1981, 
August  1. 1981,  and  September  1, 1981, 
respectively.  These  actions  were  taken 
in  order  to  permit  reconsideration  of  this 
regulation  in  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  12291,  and  to  coordinate  review 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  as  required  by  the  Executive 
Order. 

The  Department  has  now  determined 
to  propose  certain  technical 
amendments  to  this  regulation.  A  Notice 
describing  these  proposals  appears 
elsewhere  in  today’s  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register.  In  view  of  this  action,  it 
appears  desirable  to  obtain  public 
comment  on  whether  the  regulation 
should  be  permitted  to  take  effect  before 
a  final  decision  is  made  regarding 
adoption  of  the  amendments  proposed 
today.  Accordingly,  the  Department  has 
decided  to  defer  the  effective  date  of  the 
suspension  of  benefits  regulation  until 
October  1, 1981;  and  to  propose  for 
public  comment  deferring  the  effective 
date  until  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendments  published  today. 

For  these  reasons,  and  because  this 
regulation  is  scheduled  to  become 
effective  very  shortly,  the  Department 
finds,  pursuant  to  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553(b)),  that 
additional  notice  and  public  procedure 
on  this  change  of  effective  date  woiild 
be  impracticable,  imnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
set  forth  in  sections  203(a)(3)(B)  and  505 
of  ERISA,  the  effective  date  of  29  CFR 
2580.203-3  is  hereby  deferred  until 
October  1,1981. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  day  of 
August,  1981. 

Donald  L  Dotson, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Labor-Management 
Services  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-2S4S0  Filed  S.1S-S1: 845  ■■] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  62 

(A-2-FRL 1909-51 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Stata 
Plans  for  Designated  FacMties  and 
PoHutants;  Pu^o  Rloo 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  provisions  of  section  111(d)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  require  States  to 
submit  plans  to  the  ^vironmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  to  control 
fluoride  emissions  from  existing  primary 
aluminum  plants  and  to  control  total 
reduced  sulfur  from  kraft  pulp  mills. 
Alternatively,  a  State  may  submit  to 
EPA  “negative  declarations’*  which 
certify  that  no  such  sources  exist  within 
the  State’s  boundaries.  Today’s  notice 
tcikes  final  action  to  approve  “negative 
declarations’’  submitt^  by  the 
Commonwealdi  of  Puerto  Rica 
date:  This  action  is  effective  on 
September  1, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  “negative 
declarations’’  from  Puerto  Rico  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
addresses: 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Region  ff.  Air  Programs  BrandL  26 
Federal  I^aza,  Room  1005,  New  Yoric. 
New  York  10278 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Public  Information  Reference  UniL  401 
M  Street,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

20460 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  1100 
L  Street  NW.,  Room  8401, 

Washington  D.C  20408 
Puerto  Rico  Environmental  Quality 
Board,  Division  of  Water  and  Air. 
Enviroiunental  Quality  Board 
Building,  Santiuxie,  Pu^o  Rico  00910 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  S.  Baker,  Chief.  Air  Programs 
Branch,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  n  Office,  26  Federal 
Plaza,  New  York,  New  York  10278,  (212) 
264-2517. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  has 
submitted  “negative  declarationa."  on 
April  28, 1981,  with  regard  to  krafl  pulp 
mills  and  primary  aluminum  plants.  T^ 
fulfills  the  Commonwealth’s 
responsibility  for  submitting  State 
control  plans  as  required  by  section 
111(d)  of  the  Clean  Air  AcL'and  by 
Subpart  A  of  40  CFR  Part  62. 


43834  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  169  /  Tuesday,  September  1,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


In  the  Federal  Register  of  June  12, 1981 
(46  FR  31026],  EPA  proposed  approval  of 
these  “negative  declarations.”  In  this 
notice  EPA  invited  the  public  to  submit 
written  comments  on  its  proposed 
action.  None  were  received.  Therefore, 
EPA  is  hereby  promulgating  without 
change  its  approval  of  the  “negative 
declarations”  submitted  by  Puerto  Rico. 
Fmlhermore,  this  action  is  being  made 
effective  immediately  since  it  imposes 
no  hardship  on  any  source. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit 
within  60  days  of  today.  Under  section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b],  1  hereby  certify  that  this  rule  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  action  will  impose  no  new 
regulatory  requirements,  but  instead  will 
exempt  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  fiom  the  requirements  of  Subpart  B 
of  40  CFR  Part  60  for  the  applicable 
designated  pollutants. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  This  regulation  is  not  major 
because  it  identifies  areas  where  State 
plans  are  not  needed,  thereby  reducing 
further  regulatory  requirements. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

(Secs.  Ill  and  301(a),  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  7413  and  7601]] 

Dated:  August  20, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator,  En  vironmental  Protection 
Agency. 

PART  62— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF  STATE  PLANS 
FOR  DESIGNATED  FACILITIES  AND 
POLLUTANTS 

Part  62,  Subpart  BBB,  Chapter  I,  Title 
40  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  §§  62.13102  and 
62.13103  as  follows: 

Subpart  BBB— Puerto  Rico 
***** 


Fluoride  Emissions  From  Primary 
Aluminum  Reduction  Plants 

§  62.13102  Identification  of  plan— 
Negative  deciaration. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
submitted  on  April  28, 1981,  a  letter 
certifying  that  there  are  no  existing 
primary  aluminum  plants  in  the 
Commonwealth  subject  to  Peurt  60 
Subpart  B  of  this  Chapter. 

Total  Reduced  Sulfur  From  Kraft  Pulp 
MiUs 

§  62.13103  Identification  of  plan— 
Negative  deciaration. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
submitted  on  April  28, 1981,  a  letter 
certifying  that  there  are  no  existing  kraft 
pulp  mills  in  the  Commonwealth  subject 
to  Part  60  Subpart  B  of  this  Chapter. 

|FR  Doc  81-25464  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Part  14 

Conferring  Designated  Port  Status  on 
Dallas/Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Dallas/Fort  Worth,  Texas  is 
now  a  Customs  port  of  entry  designated 
by  the  Service  for  the  importation  and 
exportation  of  wildlife  under  section  9(f) 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act.  This 
“designated  port”  status  authorizes 
importers  and  exporters  of  wildlife, 
including  wildlife  parts  and  products,  to 
use  direct  international  air  service  to 
and  fi'om  Dallas/Fort  Worth,  which 
eliminates  the  expenses  and  delays 
caused  by  the  need  previously  to  either 
route  shipments  through  other 
designated  ports  or  obtain  a  designated 
port  exception  permit. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  T.  Webb,  Branch  of  Investigations, 
Division  of  Law  Enforcement,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  P.O.  Box  28006,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005,  telephone:  (202)  343-9242. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  designated  port  is  the  keystone  of 
the  importation  and  exportation  control 
process  for  fish  and  wildlife  regulated 
by  the  Service.  Authority  for  the 
designation  of  such  ports,  and  the 
requirement,  with  limited  exceptions, 


that  all  fish  or  wildlife  be  imported  and 
exported  through  such  a  port  are  found 
in  section  9(f)  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  (ESA),  16  U.S.C.  1538(f)..  By 
regulation,  these  ports  are  designated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  after  notice  and  opportunity 
for  public  hearing. 

On  July  14, 1980  (45  FR  47172),  the 
Service  proposed  to  add  Dallas/Fort 
Worth,  'Texas  (DFW)  to  the  list  of 
designated  ports  foimd  at  50  CFR  14.12. 
This  proposal  was  in  response  to  a 
number  of  requests  that  DFW  become  a 
designated  port  to  serve  the  needs  of 
importers  and  exporters  of  wildlife  in 
the  southwestern  United  States. 

To  comply  with  the  other 
requirements  of  section  9(f)  of  the  ESA, 
the  Service  held  a  public  hearing  on  the 
proposal  on  July  30, 1980,  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  obtained  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  add  DFW 
as  a  designated  port  on  September  23, 
1980. 

Summary  and  Analysis  of  Comments 

The  proposed  rule  invited  comments 
for  30  days  ending  August  13, 1980.  The 
Service  received  5  comments  during  the 
comment  period  and  3  statements  were 
presented  at  the  public  hearing.  The 
comments  and  statements  were  divided 
between  those  supporting  designated 
port  status  for  DFW  and  those 
supporting  that  status  for  Houston, 
Texas,  either  in  place  of  or  in  addition  to 
DFW. 

Supporting  DFW.  These  comments 
affirmed  the  Service’s  position  on  the 
-need  for  DFW  to  become  a  designated 
port  which  was  presented  in  the 
preamble  to  the  proposed  rule. 

Supporting  Houston,  Texas.  These 
comments  cited  the  tremendous 
economic  growth  which  has  occurred  in 
Houston  and  presented  a  number  of 
statistics  indicating  that  Houston  is  now 
a  center  of  world  trade.  The  Service 
does  not  dispute  those  claims.  In  fact, 
DFW  was  proposed  instead  of  Houston 
with  fpll  knowledge  of  Houston’s 
economic  development.  The  answers  to 
two  questions  raised  by  the  comments 
should  shed  additional  light  on  the 
Service’s  selection  of  DFW  for 
designated  port  status. 

1.  What  criteria  were  used  to  select 
DFW  over  Houston? 

The  ciuTent  alignment  of  designated 
ports  was  made  under  authority  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Conservation  Act 
of  1969.  Traditionally,  the  greatest 
amount  of  international  trade  has  been 
concentrated  at  coastal,  river,  and 


; 
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border  cities.  As  a  result  the  designated 
ports  chosen  followed  this  pattern. 

Since  the  current  alignment  was 
chosen  early  in  the  last  decade,  several 
significant  changes  have  occurred.  First, 
the  southwestern  U.S.  has  experienced 
dramatic  population  growth,  leaving  a 
large  number  of  wildlife  importers  and 
exporters  without  convenient  access  to 
a  designated  port.  Second,  an  equally 
dramatic  growth  has  occurred  in  air  . 
transportation.  The  increased  use  of  air 
cargo  (particularly  containerized  air 
cargo),  expanded  direct  international  air 
service,  deregulation  of  the  airline 
industry,  and  the  advent  of  intermodal 
door-to-door  transportation  schemes 
have  combined  to  alter  the  historic 
international  trade  routes  by  creating 
world  trade  centers  at  inland  cities. 
These  changes  and  the  resulting  effect 
on  the  Service  regulation  pf  wildlife 
have  not  gone  unnoticed.  Seventy 
percent  (70%)  of  the  wildlife  inspected 
and  cleared  by  the  Service  now  arrives 
in  the  U.S.  as  air  cargo  and  another  ten 
percent  (10%)  as  the  accompanying 
personal  baggage  of  airline  passengers. 

DFW  is  one  of  the  cities  principally 
benefiting  &om  these  changes.  DFW 
Airport,  which  is  already  one  of  the 
world's  busiest,  is  expected  to  continue 
its  accelerated  growth  as  its  facilities 
are  developed  to  their  full  potential.  For 
these  reasons  the  Service  chose  DFW 
over  Houston,  even  though  a  preliminary 
Service  regional  report  completed  in 
1979  recommended  that  Houston  be 
named  a  designated  port. 

2.  Can  Houston  also  become  a 

designated  port  if  DFW  is  selected? 
’  As  noted  above,  the  designated  port  is 
the  keystone  to  controlling  wildlife 
importation  and  exportation.  No 
particular  conditions  are  placed  on  the 
use  of  these  ports.  In  addition  to  these, 
the  Service  has  developed  border  and 
special  ports  through  which  certain 
wildlife  may  be  imported  and  exported, 
and  allowed  certain  wildlife  to  move 


through  any  port  This  arrangement 
involves  balancing  the  convenience  to 
importers  and  exporters  of  having  ports 
readily  accessible  with  the  funding  and 
personnel  ceilings  available  to  the 
Service  to  staff  tiie  ports  that  are 
created. 

While  the  designation  of  DFW  does 
not  rule  out  designated  port  status  for 
Houston,  it  makes  it  unlikely  in  the  near 
future.  There  is  precedent  for  having  two 
in  one  state,  botii  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco.  California  are  designated 
ports,  so  the  fact  that  Texas  would  have 
two  is  not  controlling.  At  this  time, 
however,  the  Service  is  not  considering 
the  creation  of  a  tenth  designated  port 

The  Service  is  closely  monitoring  the 
wildlife  traffic  through  the  designated 
ports.  If  trends  in  wildlife  traffic  indicate 
a  substantial  reduction  in  the  use  of  a 
particular  designated  port,  a  realignment 
of  designated  ports  is  possible. 

However,  those  trends  will  take  several 
years  to  appear  in  the  Service’s 
statistics. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

The  Service  also  solicited  comments 
on  the  draft  environmental  assessment 
prepared  in  conjunction  with  the 
proposal.  No  comments  were  received. 
The  final  assessment  is  on  file  in  the 
Service’s  Division  of  Law  Enforcement, 
1375  K  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  may  be  examined  during  regular 
business  hours.  This  assessment  forms 
the  basis  for  the  decision  that  this  final 
rule  is  not  a  major  Federal  action  which 
would  significantly  affect  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
Nafional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969. 

Effective  Date  of  This  Rule 

Because  this  rule  is  a  substantive  rule 
which  grants  or  recognizes  an 
exemption  or  relieves  a  restriction,  the 
Service  has  determined  to  make  it 


effective  immediately  under  authority  of 
5  U.S.C.  553(dHl). 

Determination  of  Effects 

In  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  "Federal  Regulation.**  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  final  rule  is  not 
major.  This  determination  is  discussed 
in  more  detail  in  a  Determination  of 
Effects  prepared  by  the  Service. 

Because  this  rule  was  proposed  before 
January  1, 1981.  under  Departmental 
rules  promulgated  to  implement  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  43  CFR 
14.1(c),  the  Department  does  not  have  to 
determine  whether  this  rule  will  have  a 
significant  economic  eff^  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

The  primary  author  of  this  final  rule  is 
John  T.  Webb,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

Regulations  Promulgation 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  die 
preamble,  in  Subchapter  B.  Chapter  I  of 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
Part  14  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  14~IMPORTATK)N. 
EXPORTATION.  AND 
TRANSPORTATION  OF  WILOUFE 

§14.12  lAmended] 

1.  Amend  §  14.12(g)  by  removing  the 
word  “and.” 

2.  Amend  §  14.12(h)  by  removing  the 
period  and  adding  the  word  “and” 
preceded  by  a  semicolon. 

3.  Amend  §  14.12  by  adding  the 
following  new  paragraph  (i): 

★  «  *  *  « 

(i)  Dallas/Fort  Worth,  Texas. 

Dated:  July  31. 1981. 

G.  Ray  Arnett, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and 
Parks. 

[FR  Doa  81-25429  Filed  S-Sl-Sl;  MS 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  * 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
7  CFR  Part  2852 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Apple  Juice  ‘ 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  proposed 
rule  is  to  revise  the  voluntary  U.S. 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned  Apple 
Juice.  The  proposed  rule  was  developed 
by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA)  at  the  request  of  the  processed 
apple  industry.  The  proposed.rule 
would:  (1)  Provide  uniform  descriptive 
terms  for  the  quality  factors  of  color  and 
flavor;  (2)  provide  a  separate  defect 
requirement  for  Style  I  and  Style  U  apple 
juice  in  Grade  A;  (3)  change  the 
minimum  Brix  requirement  for  Grade  A; 
(4)  replace  dual  grade  nomenclatiure 
with  single  letter  designations;  and  (5) 
change  ^e  format  of  the  grade 
standards.  The  revision  would  improve 
the  standards  and  promote  efficient  and 
orderly  marketing. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  October  30, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  concerning 
this  proposal.  Comments  must  be  sent  in 
duplicate  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  1077, 
South  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

'  The  Commodity  Services  Program  of  the  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service  of  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  (USDA)  was  transferred  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  by  USDA 
Secretary's  Memorandum  1000-1,  issued  June  17, 
1981.  A  notice  detailing  the  agencies'  reorganization 
is  being  drafted  for  later  publication. 

*  Compliance  with  provisions  of  these  standards 
shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act,  or  with  applicable  State  laws  and  regulations. 


Comments  should  reference  the  date 
and  page  number  of  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  cmd  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Hetiring  Clerk'  during 
regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Romeo  V.  Villaluz,  Processed  Products 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250  (202)  447-6247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  William 
T.  Manley.  Deputy  Administrator. 
Marketing  Program  Operations, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  proposed  rule  is  not 
major.  It  will  not  result  in  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or 
more.  There  will  be  no  major  increase  in 
cost  or  prices  for  consumers;  individual 
industries;  Federal,  State,  or  local 
government  agencies;  or  geographic 
regions.  It  will  hot  result  in  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investments,  productivity, 
innovations,  or  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

William  T.  Manley,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities,  as  defined  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  Pub.  L 
96-354  (5  U.S.C.  601),  because  this 
reflects  current  marketing  practices. 

The  processed  apple  industry,  through 
the  Processed  Apple  Institute,  Inc.  (PAI), 
has  requested  USDA  to  revise  the 
volimtary  tl.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Apple  Juice.  These  standards 
were  last  revised  in  1971. 

This  proposal  would  update  the  grade 
standards  for  canned  apply  juice  to 
meet  industry  and  consumer  demands. 
The  proposal  contains  three  changes 
requested  by  PAI  as  well  as  two  other 
changes  which  are  needed  to  make  the 
standards  more  effective. 

The  ffrst  change  would  provide 
uniform  descriptive  terms  for  the  quality 
factors  of  color  and  flavor.  This  action 
would  change  the  terms  "very  good” 
color  and  “very  good"  flavor  for  Grade 
A  to  "good”  color  and  ^‘good”  flavor. 


And  for  Grade  A,  Style  n.  Cloudy,  the 
term  "hazy”  would  be  changed  to 
“cloudy.”  This  action  would  also  change 
the  terms  "good”  color  and  "good” 
flavor  for  Grade  B  to  “reasonably  good” 
color  and  “reasonably  good”  flavor. 

Hiese  descriptive  terms  are  in  line  with 
the  terms  used  in  other  U.S.  grade 
standards,  and  this  proposed  change 
would  not  affect  the  quality 
requirements.  ' 

Secondly,  the  proposal  would  provide  ^ 
separate  defect  requirements  for  Style  I, 
Clear  and  Style  H,  Cloudy  in  Grade  A 
apple  juice.  Tlie  defect  requirements  for 
Grade  A  canned  apple  juice  in  Style  I 
and  Style  II  in  the  current  standards 
allow  a  slight  amoimt  of  sediment  or 
residue  of  an  amorphous  nature.  This 
proposed  action  would  provide  that  Style 
I  canned  apple  juice  may  possess  a  slight 
amount  of  sediment  or  residue  of  an 
amorphous  nature  and  Style  n  may 
possess  a  moderate  amount  of  sediment 
or  residue  of  an  amorphous  nature. 

Hie  third  proposed  change  would 
reduce  the  minimum  Brix  requirement 
for  Grade  A  from  11.5  degrees  Brix  to 
11.0  degrees  Brix.  The  various  reasons 
warranting  this  change,  include 
differences  in  growing  conditions  in 
various  parts  of  the  country,  increased 
use  of  more  varieties  of  apples  in  the 
manufacture  of  canned  apple  juice, 
consumer  preference  for  a  less  sweet 
product  and  differences  in  processing 
techniques. 

The  fourth  change  would  inplement 
the  current  policy  of  replacing  dual 
grade  nomenclature  with  sin^e  letter 
designations.  Under  the  proposal,  “U.S. 
Grade  A”  or  “U.S.  Fancy,”  and  “U.S. 
Grade  B”  or  “U.S.  Choice”  would 
become  simply  “U.S.  Grade  A”  and 
“U.S.  Grade  B.”  Finally,  this  proposal 
would  change  the  format  of  the  grade 
standards  to  make  them  simple  and 
easy  to  read. 

The  action  is  in  concurrence  with  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Processed  Apple 
Institute,  Inc. 

Accordingly,  the  proposed  revision  of 
Subpart — ^United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Apple  Juice  (7  CFR 
2852.301  through  2852.312)  would  read  as 
follows; 
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PART  2852— PROCESSED  FRUITS 
AND  VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED 
PRODUCTS  THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  PROCESSED  FOOD 
PRODUCTS 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Apple  Juice 

Sec. 

2852.301  Product  description. 

2652.302  Styles  of  canned  apple  juice. 

2852.303  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.304  Grades. 

2852.305  Fill  of  container. 

2652.306  Determining  the  grade. 

2852.307  Determining  the  rating  for  each 
factor. 

2852.308  Requirements  for  grades. 

2852.309  Determining  the  grade  of  a  lot. 

2852.310  Score  sheet  for  canned  apple  juice. 

2852.311  [Reserved] 

2852.312  [Reserved] 

§  2852.301  Product  description. 

(a)  Canned  apple  juice  is  the 
unfermented  juice  obtained  from  sound, 
ripe  apples,  with  or  without  parts. 
Concentrated  apple  juice  may  be  added, 
provided  that  €iny  added  apple  juice 
concentrate  shall  not  contribute  more 
than  one-fourth  of  the  total  apple  juice 
solids  in  the  finished  apple  juice.  No 
water  may  be  added  directly  to  the 
finished  food.  Natural  volatile  apple 
juice  components  (apple  essence)  may 
be  restored  to  the  extent  they  have  been 
removed. 

(b)  The  apple  juice  may  be  processed 
with  or  without  the  addition  of 
antioxidants  and  is  sufficiently 
processed  to  assure  preservation  of  the 
product  in  hermeticdly  sealed 
containers. 

§  2852.302  Styles  of  canned  apple  juice. 

(a)  Style  L  C]ear — ^typical  of  clarified 
apple  juice. 

(b)  Style  n.  Cloudy — ^typical  of  non- 
clarified  apple  juice,  but  not  a  crushed 
or  disintegrated  apple  product. 

§  2852.303  Definitions  of  terms. 

(a)  Absence  of  defects  means  the 
degree  of  freedom  from  sediment  or 
other  residue,  dark  specks,  particles  of 
seeds,  coarse  particles  of  pulp,  or  other 
defects. 

(b)  Acid  means  grams  of  acid, 
calculated  as  malic  acid,  per  100  ml  of 
apple  juice  determined  by  titration  with 
standard  sodium  hydroxide  solution, 
using  phenolphthalein  as  indicator. 

(c)  Brix  means  the  degrees  Brix  of 
canned  apple  juice  when  tested  with  a 
Brix  hydrometer  or  refractometer 
calibrated  at  20*  C  (68*  F).  If  canned 
apple  juice  is  tested  at  a  temperature 
other  than  20*  C  (68*  F),  the  applicable 
temperature  correction  shall  be  made  to 
the  reading  of  the  scale,  as  prescribed  in 
“Official  Methods  of  Analysis  of  the 


Association  of  Official  Analytical 
Chemists.” 

(d)  Color  means  the  apple  juice  is 
typical  of  freshly  pressed  juice. 

(e)  Flavor  means  the  degree  of 
excellence  and  palatability  of  the  apple 
juice  with  a  distinct  flavor  and  aroma 
typical  of  apple  juice  that  has  been 
properly  processed. 

§2852.304  Grades. 

(a)  U.S.  Grade  A  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apple  juice  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  applicable  requirements 
of  Table  I  or  Table  II;  and 

[2]  Scores  not  less  than  90  points. 

(b)  U.S.  Grade  B  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apple  juice  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  applicable  requirements 
of  Table  I  or  Table  II;  and 

(2)  Scores  not  less  than  80  points. 

(c)  Substandard  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apple  juice  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  B. 

§  2852.305  Fill  Of  container. 

The  reconunended  fill  of  container  is 
not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  fill  of  container  is 
not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the  purposes 
of  these  standards.  It  is  recommended 
that  each  container  be  filled  as  full  as 
practicable  with  apple  juice  and  that  the 
product  occupies  at  least  90  percent  of 
the  volume  of  the  container. 

§  2852.306  Determining  the  grade. 

(a)  The  grade  of  canned  apple  juice  is 
determined  by  considering  the 
requirements  of  each  grade  with'  respect 
to  the  factors  of  color,  absence  of 
defects,  and  flavor. 

(b)  The  relative  importance  of  each 
factor  is  expressed  numerically  on  the 
scale  of  100.  The  maximum  number  of 
points  that  may  be  given  each  factor  is: 


Factors 

Points 

Cfelor . 

. . .  .  20 

_ _  20 

. .  60 

Total  score . — _ — ... 

100 

§  2852.307  Determining  the  rating  for  each 
factor. 

The  essential  variations  within  each 
factor  are  so  desoribed  that  the  value 
may  be  determined  for  each  factor  and 
expressed  numerically.  The  numerical 
range  within  each  factor  is  inclusive  (for 
example,  ”18  to  20  points”  means  18, 19, 
or  20  points). 


§  2852.308  Requirements  for  grades. 
Table  L— 5^1(94  Gtaar 


Factors  Grade  A  Gadc  S 

Color . -  GoorLbrigM.  niMottotV 

spartdtoQ.  OOorL 

dUL 

Score  Poinis .  tB-20 . .  16-17. 

Absence  of  Defeds: 

Amorphous  S^^ _ Mciilwtoi 

sedimeni  or 
residue. 

Nonamorphous  Trace .  tindemto 


sedimeni  or 
residue,  dark 
specks. 

Particles  of  seeds.  None  .  - Si^ 

pulp  or  other 
defects. 

Score  flints .  t6-20  . . . 16-17. 

Flavor - Good - nneiaiiiba 

Brix:  Minimum - 116  degrees _  IQS  degree! 

Acid  (calculated  as 
make): 

Minimum . 065g/100ad _ OSOg/IOOad. 

Maximum  0.70  g/100  ad _ 060  g7100  ad. 

Score  PDims  5460 _ <666. _ 

Total  Score -  90-100 _ 80-66 


Table  iL— 5049  A  Ooudy 

Factors  Grade  A  Gtade  S 


Color . (30od.digf«  Reaaoambfood 

kansluoenito  iNiicUbMIfHI 

dcinilelif  o6«alat. 

dou^. 

Score  PoMs . .  16-20 _ _ _  16-17. 

AbseiKe  of  Oelecis: 

Amorphousand  Normal _ NommL 

nonamorphous 

sedanentor 

residue. 

Dark  specks. . . Trace - ModaaMaL 

Particles  of  seeds.  None—— — .  S^fM. 

coarse  panicles 
of  pulp  or  other 
defects. 

Score  PoiMs . .  16-20 _  16-17. 

Flavor _ Good _ Reasoamiir 

good. 

Brix:  Minimum _ 11.0  degrees _  MOdagraas. 

Acid  (calculated  as 
make): 

Minimum . — . 005  g/100  ad _ OTOg/MOod 

Maximum . .  0.70  j^lOO  ad _ 060  g/100  Ml 

Score  Points.- .  54-60 . . —  46-68L 

Total  Score _  90-100 . .  60-66. 


§2852.309  Determining  the  grade  Of  a  lot 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  apple 
juice  covered  by  these  standards  is 
determined  by  the  procedures  found  in 
the  “Regulations  Governing  Inspection 
and  Certification  of  Processed  Fruits 
and  Vegetables,  Processed  Products 
Thereof,  Certain  Other  Processed  Food 
Products”  [7  CFR  2852.1  through 
2852.83). 

§  2852.310  Score  sheet  ter  canned  apple 
Juice. 


Size  and  kind  ol  conlainar . . 

Container  mark  or  ideniificaiion  — 

Label. . . 

Liquid  measure  (d  oc  and/or  m| 

Vacuum  rat  inch^. - 

Brix  (degrees) . . 

Acid  (make:  grams/KX)  mO - 
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Factors 

Score  points 

Color . .  . 

„  20 

(A) 

18-20 

(B)- 

16-17 

(SSTD)* 

0-15 

Absence  of  detects . 

20 

(A) 

18-20 

(B)> 

16-17 

(SSTD)* 

0-15 

Flavor.  . 

60 

(A) 

54-60 

<B)' 

46-53 

(SSTD)* 

0-47 

Total  score . 

...  too 

Grade. 


■  May  not  be  graded  above  Grade  B. 

*  May  not  be  graded  above  Substandard. 

(Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  Secs. 
203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended,  1090,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624)) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  26, 
1981. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 

fFR  Doc.  81-ZS439  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  8410-DM-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service ' 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
7  CFR  Part  2852 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Applesauce’^ 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  proposed 
rule  is  to  revise  the  voluntary  U.S. 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned 
Applesauce.  The  proposed  rule  was 
developed  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  (USDA)  at  the  request  of  the 
processed  apple  industry.  The  proposed 
rule  would:  (1)  Provide  imiform 
descriptive  terms  used  for  the  quality 
factors  of  color  and  finish:  (2)  diange  the 
minimum  Brix  requirement  for  Grade  A 
in  sweetened  style;  (3)  replace  dual 
grade  nomenclature  with  single  letter 
designations;  and  (4)  change  the  format 
of  the  grade  standards. 

The  revision  would  improve  the 
standards  and  promote  efficient  and 
orderly  marketing. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  October  30, 1981. 


'  The  Commodity  Services  Program  of  the  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service  of  the  U.S.  Department 
of  A^culture  (U^A)  was  transfeped  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  by  uSDA 
Secretary's  Memorandum  1000-1,  issued  June  17, 
1B81.  A  notice  detailing  the  ageitcies’  reorganization 
is  being  drafted  for  later  pubUcation. 

*Complianca  with  provisions  of  these  standards 
shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmettc 
Act  or  with  applicable  State  laws  and  regulations. 


ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  concerning 
this  proposal.  Comments  must  be  sent  in 
duplicate  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  1077, 
South  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Comments  should  reference  the  date 
and  page  number  of  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  and  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Romeo  V.  Villaluz,  Processed  Products 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  (202) 447-6247. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  William 
T.  Manley,  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Program  Operations, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  has 
determined  that  this  proposed  rule  is  not 
major.  It  will  not  result  in  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or 
more.  There  will  be  no  major  increase  in 
cost  or  prices  for  consumers;  individual 
industries;  Federal,  State,  or  local 
government  agencies;  or  geographic 
regions.  It  will  not  result  in  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investments,  productivity, 
innovations,  or  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  maricets. 

William  T.  Manley,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Marl^ting  Program 
Operations,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  rule  Vvill  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  smedl  entities,  as  defined  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  Pub.  L. 
96-354  (5  U.S.C.  601),  because  this 
•  reflects  current  marketing  practices. 

The  U.S.  Standcurds  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Applesauce  were  last  revised  in 
1974.  The  revision  was  made  to  bring  the 
grade  standards  in  line  with  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  Standards  of 
Identity  for  Canned  Applesauce  and  the 
Codex  Alimentarius  Recommended 
International  Standards  for  Canned 
Applesauce. 

Recently,  the  Processed  Apple 
Institute,  Lnc.  (PAI),  a  national 
organization  consisting  of  twenty-five 
apple  processors,  requested  the  USDA 
to  revise  the  voluntary  grade  standards 
for  canned  applesauce.  This  proposal 
includes  two  changes  requested  by  PAI 
as  well  as  two  other  changes  which  are 
needed  to  make  the  standards  more 
effective. 

The  first  change  would  provide 
uniform  descriptive  terms  for  the  quality 
factors  of  “color"  and  "finish.”  This 


action  would  change  the  term  “fairly 
bright”  color  for  artificially  colored 
applesauce  in  Grade  B  to  "reasonably 
bright”  color  and  would  change  the  term 
“fairly  good”  finish  for  Grade  B 
applesauce  to  “reasonably  good”  finish. 
These  descriptive  terms  are  in  line  with 
terms  used  in  other  U.S.  grade 
standards,  and  this  proposed  change 
would  not  affect  the  quality 
requirements. 

Second,  the  proposed  rule  would 
reduce  the  minimum  Brix  requirement 
for  Grade  A  in  sweetened  applesauce 
from  16.5  degrees  Brix  to  15.5  degrees 
Brix.  The  various  reasons  warranting 
this  change  include  differences  in 
growing  conditions  in  various  parts  of 
the  country,  increased  use  of  more 
varieties  of  apples  iii  the  manufacture  of 
canned  applesauce,  consumer 
preference  for  a  less  sweet  product,  and 
different  processing  techniques. 

The  third  change  would  implement  the 
current  policy  of  replacing  dual  grade 
nomenclature  with  single  letter 
designations.  Under  the  proposal,  “U.S. 
Grade  A”  or  “U.S.  Fancy,”  and  "U.S. 
Grade  B”  or  “U.S.  Choice”  would 
become  simply  “U.S.  Grade  A”  and 
“U.S.  Grade  B.”  Finally,  this  proposal 
would  change  the  format  of  Ae  grade 
standards  to  make  them  simple  and 
easy  to  read. 

This  action  is  in  concurrence  with  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Processed  Apple 
Institute,  Inc. 

Accordingly,  the  proposed  revision  of 
Subpart — ^United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Applesauce  (7  CFR 
2852.331  through  2852.349]  would  read  as 
follows:  - 

f 

PART  2852— PROCESSED  FRUITS 
AND  VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED 
PRODUCTS  THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  PROCESSED  FOOD 
PRODUCTS 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Applesauce 

2852.331  Identity. 

2852.332  Color  types. 

2852.333  Flavor  types. 

2852.334  Types  of  pack. 

2852.335  Styles. 

2852.336  D^nitions  of  terms. 

2852.337  Grades. 

2852.338  Fill  of  container. 

2852.839  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

2852.340  Determining  the  grade. 

2852.341  Determining  the  rating  of  each 
factor. 

2852.342  Requirements  for  grades. 

8852.343  Soluble  solids  determination. 

2852.344  Determining  the  grade  of  a  lot. 

2852.345  Score  sheet  for  caimed  applesauce. 

2852.346  [Reserved) 
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Sec. 

2852.347  [Reserved] 

2852.348  [Reserved] 

2852.349  [Reserved] 

§2852.331  Identity. 

“Canned  applesauce”  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identify  for  Canned  Applesauce  (21 
CFR  145.110)  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§2852.332  Color  types. 

(a)  Natural  color.  (1)  Canned 
applesauce  in  which  the  color  of  the 
finished  product  is  derived  wholly  ifrom 
the  apple  ingredient. 

(2)  When  a  spice  or  spices  have  been 
added,  consideration  is  given  to  the 
color,  if  any,  imparted  by  the  added 
spice  or  spices. 

(b)  Artifically  colored  Canned 
applesauce  in  which  the  color  of  the 
finished  product  is  derived  from  an 
artificial  coloring  substance  as 
permitted  in  the  Federal  Food  and  Drug 
definitions  and  Standards  of  Identity. 

§  2852.333  Ravor  types. 

(a)  Natural  Flavor.  Natural  flavored 
canned  applesauce  is  the  product  in 
which  the  flavor  is  derived  from  the 
apple  ingredient  and  other  permitted 
additives  exclusive  of  flavorings  or 
spices. 

(b)  Flavored.  Flavored  canned 
applesauce  is  the  product  in  which  the 
flavor  is  derived  substantially  from  an 
added  flavoring  ingredient,  including 
artificial  flavorings. 

(c)  Spiced.  Spiced  canned  applesauce 
is  the  product  in  which  the  flavor  is 
derived  substantially  from  the  added 
spice  or  spices. 

§2852.334  Types  of  pack. 

(a)  Unsweetened.  Canned  applesauce 
prepared  without  the  addition  of 
nutritive  carbohydrate  sweeteners.  The 
product  shall  test  not  less  than  9  degrees 
Brix. 

(b)  Sweetened.  Canned  applesauce 
with  nutritive  carbohydrate  sweeteners 
added. 

§2852.335  Styles. 

(a)  Regular  (or  conuninuted).  Canned 
applesauce  in  which  the  apple 
ingredient  has  been  comminuted  into 
granular  particles. 

(b)  Chunk  (or  chunky).  Canned 
applesauce  in  which  tito  apple 
ingredient  has  been  chopped  into  small 
pieces. 

§  2852.838  Definitlone  of  terms. 

(a)  Absence  of  defects  means  the 
degree  of  freedom  ^m  particles  of 
seeds,  discolored  apple  particles,  peel 
carpel  tissue,  stamens,  and  other 
objectionable  particles. 


(b)  Carpel  tissue  means  die  tou^  and 
sometimes  hard  and  sharp  tissue  from 
the  center  portion  (core)  of  the  apple 
surrounding  the  seed  cavity. 

(c)  Color  means  the  color  typical  frw  , 
the  variety  or  varieties  used  in  other 
than  “spice  flavored”  or  “artificially 
colored.” 

(d)  Consistency  means  the  flow 
characteristics  of  the  product  and  the 
degree  of  separation  of  free  liquid. 

(e)  Discolored  apple  particles  mean 
apple  particles  that  are  discolored  by 
bruise  or  other  means  to  the  extent  Aat 
they  do  not  blend  well  with  the  normal 
color  of  the  product  and  are  noticeable. 

(f)  Finish  means  the  following;  the 
texture  and  tenderness  of  the  apple 
petrticles;  the  evenness  of  the  division  of 
apple  particles  in  regualr  (or 
comminuted)  style;  and  the  proportion  of 
chunks  or  pieces  of  apples  in  relation  to 
fine  apple  particles  in  chunk  (or  chunky) 
style. 

(g)  Flavor  means  the  degree  of 
excellence  of  the  natiu^l  flavor  and 
aroma  of  the  apple  ingredient;  the 
apparent  relationship  of  the  acidity  to 
sweetness;  the  freedom  of  undesirable 
flavors;  and  with  respect  to  flavored  and 
spiced  types,  the  flavor  balance  of  the 
apple  ingredient  in  relation  to  the  added 
flavor  of  spice  ingredient(s). 

(h)  Peel  means  apple  peel  that  does 
not  blend  well  with  the  normal  color  of 
the  product  and  is  noticeable  or  that  is 
tough  whether  or  not  it  is  visually 
noticeable. 

(i)  Seed  particles  mean  whole  seeds 
or  pieces  of  seed  and  portion  of  die  core 
of  the  apple. 

(j)  Stamen  means  the  dark  hairlike 
substance  frvm  the  blossom  end  of  the 
apple. 

§  2852.337  Grades. 

(a)  U.S.  Grade  A  is  the  qualify  of 
canned  applesauce  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  applicable  requirements 
of  Table  I  or  Table  II;  and 

(2)  Scores  not  less  than  90  points. 

(b)  U.S.  Grade  B\s  the  qualify  of 
canned  applesauce  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  applicable  requirements 
of  Table  I  or  Table  11;  and 

(2)  Scores  not  less  than  80  points. 

(c)  Substandard  is  the  qualify  of 
canned  applesauce  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  B. 

§2852.338  RU  of  container. 

The  fill  of  container  is  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product,  since  fill  of  container 
is  not  a  factor  of  qualify  for  the  purposes 
of  these  standards.  The  standard  of  fill 
of  container  as  specified  in  the  Standard 
of  Fill  of  Container  of  Canned 
Api^esauce  [21  CFR  145.110(c)]  issued 


under  die  Federal  Food.  Deng,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  is  a  fill  of  not  less  than  90 
percent  of  the  total  capacity  of  the 
containers  [21  CFR  130.12(b)|:  except 
that  in  the  case  of  glass  containers 
having  a  total  capacity  of  192  ml  (8Vi  fl 
oz)  or  less,  die  fill  is  not  less  than  86 
percent 

§2852.339 

Size. 

The  sample  unit  size  lor  evaluating 
the  factors  of  absence  of  defects  and 
consistency  is  the  amount  of  applesauce 
required  to  fill  level  full  a  cylinder 
measuring  7.6  cm  (3  in)  inside  diameter 
and  8.3  cm  [3Vt  in)  high. 

§  2852.340  Determining  the  gradei 

(a)  The  grade  qf  canned  applesauce  is 
determined  by  considering  Ae 
respective  ratings  for  the  factors  of 
color,  consistency,  absence  of  defects, 
finish,  and  flavor,  in  conjunction  widi 
other  non-scoreable  requirements. 

(b)  The  relative  importance  of  eadi 
factor  that  is  scored  is  expressed 
numerically  on  the  scale  of  0  to  100.  The 
maximum  number  of  points  that  may  be 
given  each  factor  is: 


Faciof*  anna 


Color _ 

Consistency _ 

Absence  of  delects.^. 

Finish _ 

Flavor . . 

Total  score- 


§  2852.341  Determining  the  rating  of  each 
factor. 

The  essential  variations  within  each 
factor  that  is  scored  are  so  described 
that  the  value  may  be  determined  for 
each  factors  and  expressed  numerically. 
The  numerical  range  widiin  each  factor 
is  inclusive  (for  exsunple.  “18  to  20 
points”  means,  18, 19,  or  20  points). 

§  2852.342  Requirements  for  grades. 


Table  L— Regular  (orComminutedi 


Factors 

Grads  A 

GtadaB 

Color 

Natural _ 

.  Bright  practicaly 

Ol*.  reasoadNy 

of 

unHana,NpMol 

variety  or  Mrieliae 

varioly  or  sadanaa 

aaed.  No 

asoASMer 

dteotofsiiw 

WMWI.  MpfiMy 

to  GRidoKoo  or 

ptoktouvey 

OCOfCtMg. 

am 

Spice 

CharactetMic  of  the 

The  ootor  kapartsd 

flavored. 

color  impoftod  by 

by  added  aptoa 

added  spice,  tee 

laaybaaveir 

ITOM  dftootprMBow 

tofactodbypoe 

due  to  ouidalion 

or  gray  color,  bat 

orsoorohltq. 

Nnofoa  color 

AtScMMy 

OngM  ond  dtadnet...^ 

AoMondUy  bN^i 

colored. 

end  dddRCI 

Score  PoMs 

- 

16-17. 

Consislency 

Product  flow-  Not  mot.  than  &5  Not  mar.  Snn  SS 
cm(ZSin|.  CM(&Sia|. 


8  188888 
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Table  l.—Regular  {or  Comminuted)— 
Continued 


Factors 

Grade  A 

Grade  B 

Free  liquid . 

Not  more  than  0.7 

Not  more  than  1  cm 

cm  (0.3  in). 

(0.4  in).  • 

Score  points . 

,  18-20 . 

.  16-17. 

Absence  of 
defects; 

Dark 

Not  more  than  3 _ 

.  Not  more  than  5. 

stamens. 

Seed 

Not  more  than  0.2S 

Not  more  than  O.S 

particles. 

cm*  (0.08  in*). 

cm*  (0.16  in*). 

peel, 

discolored 

apple 

partioles. 

Medium  and 

Not  more  than  0.2S 

Not  more  than  0.5 

dark 

cm*  (0.04  In*). 

cm*  (0.06  in*). 

colored 

particles. 

Score  points..... 

.  18-20 . 

.  16-17. 

Finish _ 

.  Evenly  divided,  not 

Evenly  divided. 

kimpy,  free  from 

slightly  saivy  or 

pasty  or  saivy. 

pasty. 

Score  points _ 

.  18-20 . 

.  16-17. 

Reasonably  good 
natural  sugar-add 

acid  balance. 

Unsweetened.... 

.  Slightly  tart  or 

balance. 

Moderately  tart  may 

slightly  bland. 

be  bland,  slightly 

Free  from 

astringent  Savor. 

Brix . 

asthngem  Savor. 

.  Not  less  than  9.0 

Not  less  than  9.0 

degrees. 

degrees. 

Sweetened . 

.  Slightly  tart  to 

May  be  tart,  not 

sweet  Free  from 

excessively  sweet. 

astringent  flavor. 

slightly  astringenl 

Brix . 

.  Not  less  than  1S.5 

Not  less  than  14.5 

degrees. 

degrees. 

Spioe  Savored .. 

..  Flavor  is  distinct 

Flavor  derived  from 

and  characteristic 

added  flavoring(s) 

of  the  added 

or  spice(s)  may 

spice(s)  or 

be  slightly  weak 

tlavoring(s)  but 

or  strong  but  not 

not  strong. 

objectionable. 

Score  points.... 

..  18-20 . . :. . 

..  16-17. 

Total 

90-100 . 

..  80-89. 

score. 


Table  \\.~~Chunk  (or  Chunky) 


Factors 

Grade  A 

Grade  B 

Color 

Natural . 

Bright  practically 

DuN,  reasonably 

uniform,  typical  of 

uniform,  typical  of 

variety  or  varieties 

variety  or  varieties 

used.  No 

used.  Slightly 

discoloration  due 

brown,  slightly 

to  oxidation  or 

pink  or  slightly 

scorching. 

grey. 

Spice 

Characteristic  of  the 

The  color  imparted 

flavored. 

color  imparted  by 

by  added  spice 

added  spice,  free 

may  be  skdhtly 

from  discoloration 

affected  by  pink 

due  to  oxidation 

or  grey  color,  but 

or  scorching. 

is  not  off  color. 

Artificially 

Bright  and  distinct ...... 

Reasonably  bright 

colored. 

arxl  distincL 

Score  Points . 

18-20 . . 

16-17. 

ConsistetKiy; 

Product  Sow._ 

Not  more  than  7.5 

Not  more  than  8.5 

cm  (Z96  in). 

cm  (3.75  in) 

Free  liquid..... 

Slight  amount _ 

Moderate  amount 

Score  Points _ 

18-20 . 

16-17. 

AbserxM  of 

Defects: 

Dark 

Not  more  than  3...—.. 

Not  mote  than  5. 

•tament. 

Seed 

Not  more  than  0.5 

Not  more  than  1 

particles. 

cm*  (0.08  in*). 

cm*  (0.16  m*). 

peel, 

dwcoloted 

apple 

perticies. 


Table  W.— Chunk  {or  Chunky)— Continued 


Factors 

Grade  A 

Grade  B 

Medium  and 

Not  more  than  0.25 

Not  more  than  O.S 

dark 

colored 

particles. 

cm*  (0.04  in*). 

cm*  (0.08  in*). 

Score  Points . 

.  18-20 . 

16-17. 

Finish . 

.  High  proportion  of 

Fairly  high 

apple  chunks.  Any 

proportion  of 

fine  apple 

apple  chunks.  Any 

particles  present 

fine  apple 

do  not  more  than 

particles  present 

moderately  affect 

do  not  seriously 

the  appearance  or 

affect  the 

eating  quality  of 

appearance  or 

the  product 

eating  quality  of 
the  product 

Score  Points . 

.  lk-20 . 

16-17. 

Reasonably  good 
natural  sugar-add 
balance. 

% 

acid  balance. 

Unsweetened.... 

..  Slightly  tart  or 

Moderately  tart  may 

slighty  bland.  Free 

be  bland,  slightly 

from  astringent 
flavor. 

astringent  flavor. 

Brix . 

..  Not  less  than  9.0 

Not  less  than  9.0 

degrees. 

degrees. 

Sweetened . . 

..  Slightly  tart  to 

May  be  tart,  not 

sweet  free  from 

excesively  sweet 

astringent  flavor. 

slightly  astringent 

degrees. 

degrees. 

Spice  flavored .. 

..  Flavor  is  distinct 

Flavor  derived  from 

and  characteristic 

added  flavoring(s) 

of  the  added 

or  spice(s)  may 

spice(s)  or 

be  slightly  weak 

flavonngfs)  but 

or  strong  but  not 

not  strong. 

-  objectionable. 

Score  Points.... 

..  18-20 . 

.  16-17. 

Total  90-100 . . .  80-89. 

score. 


§  2852.343  Soluble  solids  deteimlnatlon. 

The  soluble  solids  content  of  canned 
applesauce  is  the  soluble  solids  as 
determined  by  the  re&actometric 
method  prescribed  in  “Official  Methods 
of  Analysis  of  the  Association  of 
Official  Analytical  Chemists,”  except 
that  no  correction  is  made  for  water- 
insoluble  solids.  The  soluble  solids  is 
expressed  as  “degrees  Brix”. 

§  2852.344  Determining  the  grade  of  a  lot 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned 
applesauce  covered  by  these  standards 
is  determined  by  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  the  “Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification  of 
Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products”  (7  CFR 
2852.1  through  2852.83). 

§  2852.345  Score  sheet  for  canned 
applesauce. 

Size  and  kind  of  container . . . . . 

Container  mark  or  identification . . . . 

Label . . 

Net  weight  (oz  or  g  or  kg) . . . ..... 

Degreee  Brix  (by  refractometer) . . . . 

Style . . . . 

Vacuum  (in  inches) . . . . . . 


Factors 

Score  points 

Color _ _ 

20 

(A) 

18-20 

(B)' 

18-17 

(SStd)* 

0-15 

Consistency  . . 

20 

(A) 

18-20 

<B)> 

16-17 

Factors 

Score  points 

Absence  of  defects . . 

20 

(SStd)* 

(A) 

0-15 

18-20 

Finish . . . 

20 

(B)> 

(SStd)* 

(A) 

16-17 

0-15 

18-20 

Flavor . . . - _ _ 

20 

(B)' 

(SStd)* 

(A) 

16-17 

0-15 

18-20 

(B)> 

(SStd)* 

16-17 

0-15 

Total . . . 

100 

Grade. 


■  May  not  be  graded  above  Grade  B. 

*  May  not  be  graded  above  Substarxfard. 

(Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  Secs. 
203, 205, 60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended,  1090,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624]] 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August  26, 
1981. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25440  Filed  8-01-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-OM-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  35 

Measurement  of  the  Activity  of 
Radiopharmaceutical  Dosages 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  proposing  to 
amend  its  regulations  on  human  uses  of 
byproduct  material,  to  require  specific 
medical  licensees  to  (1)  Measure  the 
total  activity  of  each 
radiopharmaceutical  dosage,  except 
those  containing  less  than  10 
microcuries  or  a  pure  beta-emitting 
radionuclide,  before  it  is  administered  to 
a  patient;  (2)  verify  that  smaller  dosages 
contain  less  than  10  microcuries;  and  (3) 
keep  a  record  of  the  measmements. 

The  assary  of  each 

radiopharmaceutical  dosage  before  it  is 
administered  to  a  patient  is  currently 
required  as  a  condition  for  a  specific 
license.  Measurement  of  the  total 
activity  of  radiopharmaceutical  dosage 
helps  to  protect  patients  fi'om 
unnecessary  radiation  resulting  fit)m 
errors  in  labeling,  calcnilating  or 
dispensing  dosages.  The  purpose  of  this 
rulemaking  is: 

(1)  To  simplify  licensing  by  replacing 
a  condition  that  appears  in  all  medical 
licenses  with  one  regulation,  and 

(2)  To  enhance  patient  radiation 
safety  by  minimizing  potential 
misadministrations  caused  by  not 
measuring  the  patient  dosage. 


I 
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dates:  Comment  period  expires 
November  30, 1981.  Comments  received 
after  November  30, 1981  will  be 
considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do  so,  but 
assurance  of  consideration  caimot  be 
given  except  as  to  comments  received 
on  or  before  this  date. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  and 
suggestions  for  consideration  on  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Branch.  Comments  may  also  be 
delivered  to  Room  1121, 1717  H  Street 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  weekdays.  Copies  of 
the  value/impact  analysis,  OMB 
cleeurance  supporting  statement,  and 
comments  received  may  be  examined  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW,  Washington 
DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACH 

Elizabeth  G.  Rodenbeck,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Research,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  (Telephone  301- 
427-4580). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

NRC  specific  medial  licensees  are 
currently  required  by  a  license  condition 
to  measure  the  activity  of 
radiopharmaceutical  dosages  before 
administering  them  to  patients.  The  NRC 
is  proposing  to  change  the  measurement 
requirement  from  a  license  condition  to 
a  regulation  that  would  affect  specific 
licensees.  The  benefits  of  changing  the 
license  condition  to  a  regulation  are  the 
following: 

(1)  To  stress  that  the  measurement  is 
applicable  to  all  specific  medical 
licensees, 

(2)  To  increase  the  visibility  of  the 
measurement  requirement  and 

(3)  To  emphasize  the  importance  of 
the  measurement. 

The  activity  of  radiopharmaceutical 
dosages  is  measured  by  lowering  the 
syringe,  capsule,  or  vial  containing  the 
radioactive  drug  into  an  ionization 
chamber,  such  as  a  dose  calibrator,  and 
reading  the  total  activity  fitim  the 
display.  Measuring  the  activity  before 
radiopharmaceuticals  are  administered 
is  important  because  manufacturers  can 
make  mistakes  in  labeling.  In  addition, 
nuclear  medicine  personnel 
(technologists,  radiopharmacists,  or 
physicians)  can  make  errors  in  reading 
labels,  calculating  dosages  or  dispensing 
voliunes.  These  errors  could  result  in 
unnecessary  radiation  to  pfitients  who 
could  receive  either  larger  dosages  than 


prescribed  or  additional  dosages  if  the 
initial  dosages  were  too  small. 
Measurement  of  the  activity  of 
radiopharmaceuticals  administered  to 
patients  is,  therefore,  an  important 
quality  assurance  function  that  can 
prevent  certain  misadministrations. 

A  few  of  the  radioactive  drug  dosages 
used  in  nuclear  medicine  may  be 
difficult  to  quantify  accurately  in  a 
conventional  dose  calibrator.  For 
example,  the  small  activity  used  for 
vitamin  B-12  studies  is  below  the 
detection  sensitivity  of  some  dose 
calibrators.  For  this  reason,  the 
proposed  total  activity  measurement  is 
limited  to  activities  greater  than  10 
microcuries.  However,  as  provided  for  in 
the  proposed  rule,  activities  that  are 
under  this  limit  would  be  verified  by 
placing  the  dosage  in  a  dose  calibrator 
to  assure  that  the  activity  is  actually 
less  than  ten  microcuries.  This 
stipulation  would  help  to  protect 
patients  fi:om  errors  made  in  reading 
units  (for  example,  millicuries  read  as 
ihicrocuries)  and  calculations  incorrect 
by  an  order  of  magnitude  (for  example, 
100  instead  of  10).  Pure  beta-emitting 
radionuclides,  such  as  pho8phorus-32, 
are  exempted  from  the  proposed 
measurement  because  of  the  technical 
problems  associated  with  their 
measurement  in  conventional  dose 
calibrators.  Most  dosages  would  be 
covered  by  the  proposed  rule  since  over 
90%  of  the  radiopharmaceuticals 
administered  to  patients  contain 
gamma-emitting  radionuclides  in 
quantities  greater  than  10  microcuries. 

Description 

The  proposed  rule  would  apply  to  all 
NRC  medical  licensees  who  have 
specific  licenses  for  human  use  of 
byproduct  material  imder  §  35jll  (which 
applies  to  medical  institutions)  or 
§  35.12  (which  applies  to  physicians  in 
private  practice  outside  a  medical 
institution).  The  proposed  §  35.15  would 
require  these  licensees  to  measure  die 
total  activity  of  all  radiopharmaceutical 
dosages  except  those  containing  a  pure 
beta-emitting  radionuclide  before 
administering  them  to  patients.  Dosages 
with  activity  less  than  10  microcuries 
*  would  be  measured  only  to  verify  diat 
the  activity  did  not  exceed  10 
microcuries.  The  proposed  §  35.16  would 
require  licensees  to  keep  a  record  of  the 
measurements.  The  record  would 
include  the  following  information:  (1)  the 
generic  name  of  the 
radiopharmaceutical,  (2)  the  total 
activity  at  die  time  of  measurement  (or  a 
notation  diat  the  total  activity  is  less 
than  10  microcuries),  and  (3)  the  date 
and  time  of  the  measurement.  Licensees 
would  keep  the  measurement  records  for 


1  year  as  a  reasonable  demonstration  of 
compliance. 

When  the  licensee  has  an  “in  house** 
nuclear  pharmacy  under  die  same 
license,  the  measurement  and  record 
made  by  die  nuclear  pharmacy  woold 
fulfill  the  requirements  in  |S  35.15  and 
35.16.  However,  when  die  licensee 
obtains  radiopharmaceutical  dosages 
from  a  nuclear  pharmacy  or  drug 
manufacturer  with  a  separate  NRC 
license,  the  licensee  administering  die 
radiopharmaceutical  would  make  the 
activity  measurement  and  keep  the 
record  required  by  the  propos^  IS  35.15 
and  35.16. 

Impact 

The  impact  of  the  measurement 
requirement  on  die  affected  licensees 
should  be  minimal  since  they  already 
measure  the  activity  of 
radiopharmaceutic^s  administered  to 
patients  as  a  license  condition,  and  thus 
have  the  equipment,  personnel  and  time 
to  make  the  measurement  Personnel 
time  required  to  perform  the 
measurement — place  the  syringe  in  the 
chamber,  wait  for  the  readout  and 
retrieve  the  syringe  from  the  chamber — 
is  about  15  seconds.  Therefore,  the 
proposed  rule  would  require  a  licensee 
to  spend  a  total  of  about  7  hours 
annually  to  perform  the  measurements 
(derived  by  multiplying  15  seconds  per 
assay  by  the  average  number  of  nnclear 
medicine  procedures  per  licensee 
annually,  about  1712,  and  converting  the 
result  into  hours).  In  addition,  based  on 
published  data,  the  maximum  exposure 
to  the  hands  of  a  worker  during  daily 
assay  operations  in  a  busy  nuclear 
medicine  department  (12  mR/day)  is 
estimated  to  be  about  0.75  R  per 
calendar  quarter.  This  exposure  results 
in  about  4%  of  the  maximum  pennissible 
dose  per  quarter  18%  rems  to  the 
hands  of  an  individual  woridng  in  a 
restricted  area  as  established  in  f  20.101 
of  10  CFR  Part  2a 

The  impact  of  the  recordkeeping 
requirement  on  the  affected  licensees 
should  be  minimal  since  most  medical 
licensees  currently  maintain  records 
similar  to  those  proposed.  The4otal  time 
required  by  a  hixnsee  to  make  each 
record  is  estimated  at  about  40  seconds. 
Multiplying  die  time  per  record  by  the 
average  number  of  nuclear  medicine 
procedures  per  licensee  (1712)  and 
converting  ^  result  into  hours  yields 
an  annual  burden  of  about  19  hours  per 
licensee  to  perform  die  proposed 
recordkeeping. 

Paperwoik  Reductkm  Statanent 

The  Paperwork  Redaction  Act  of  1980 
(Pub.  L  96-511)  requires  diet  this 
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proposed  rulemaking  be  submitted  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
for  clearance  of  the  recordkeeping 
requirement  contained  in  it.  This 
clearance  procedure  has  been  initiated 
simultaneously  with  the  publication  of 
this  proposed  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  “Request  for  Clearance” 
Supporting  Statement  and  other  related 
documentation  submitted  to  0MB  has 
been  placed  in  the  NRC  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  for  inspection  or 
copying  for  a  fee. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Certification 

Based  upon  the  information  available 
at  this  stage  of  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  5 
U.S.C.  605(b),  the  Commission  hereby 
certiBes  that,  if  promulgated,  this  rule 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  upon  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities.  The  proposed  rule  affects 
about  2000  specific  licenses  under  10 
CFR  35.11  or  35.12.  These  licenses  are 
issued  principally  to  medical 
institutions.  Small  business  entities, 
primarily  physicians  in  private  practice, 
comprise  about  275  of  the  specific 
medical  licenses.  Since  the  affected 
licensees  currently  assay 
radiopharmaceutical  dosages  as  a 
license  condition,  they  have  the 
equipment,  personnel,  time,  and 
expertise  to  comply  with  the  proposed 
rule.  Although  most  licensees  already 
maintain  similar  records,  an  additional 
expense  might  be  incurred  for  the  time 
required  to  keep  the  detailed 
measurement  records  proposed  in  the 
rqle.  The  annual  recordkeeping  burden 
imposed  by  the  proposed  rule  is 
estimated  to  be  19  hours  for  the  average 
licensee. 

The  potential  gains  in  patient 
protection  significantly  outweigh  the 
economic  impact  on  small  medical 
licensees.  However,  the  NRC  is  seeking 
comments  and  suggested  modifications 
because  of  the  widely  differing 
conditions  under  which  small  medical 
licensees  operate. 

Any  small  entity  subject  to  this 
regulation  which  determines  that, 
because  of  its  size,  it  is  likely  to  bear  a 
disproportionate  adverse  economic 
impact  should  notify  the  Commission  of 
this  in  a  comment  that  indicates: 

(a)  The  licensee’s  size  in  terms  of 
armual  income  or  revenue,  number  of 
employees  and,  if  the  licensee  is  a 
treatment  center,  the  number  of  beds 
and  patients  treated  annually; 

(bj  How  the  proposed  regulation 
would  result  in  a  significant  economic 
burden  upon  the  licensee  as  compared 
to  that  on  a  larger  licensee; 


(c)  How  the  proposed  regulations 
could  be  modified  to  take  into  account 
the  licensee’s  differing  needs  or 
capabilities; 

(d)  The  benefits  that  would  be  gained, 
or  the  detriments  that  would  be  avoided 
to  the  licensee,  if  the  proposed 
regulations  were  modified  as  suggested 
by  the  commenter;  and 

(e)  How  the  regulation,  as  modified, 
would  still  adequately  protect  the  public 
health  and  safety, 

Under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorganization 
Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  section 
553  of  title  5  of  the  United  States  Code, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  adoption  of 
the  following  amendments  to  10  CFR 
Part  35  is  contemplated. 

PART  35— HUMAN  USES  OF 
BYPRODUCT  MATERIAL 

1.  Part  35  is  amended  by  adding 
immediately  after  §  35.14  a  new 
undesignated  centerhead  to  read  as 
follows: 

Special  Requirements  for 
Radiopharmaceutical  Dosages 

2.  New  §§  35.15  and  35.16  are  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  35. 1 5  Requirement  to  measure  the 
activity  of  radiopharmaceuticai  dosages. 

Any  liensee  authorized  under  §§  35.11 
or  35.12  for  human  use  of  byproduct 
material  shall: 

(a)  Measure  the  total  activity  of  each 
radiopharmaceutical  dosage  that 
contains  more  than  10  microcuries  of  a 
radionuclide  that  emits  electromagnetic 
radiation  in  the  form  of  ganuna  rays  or 
X-rays  before  the  dosage  is 
administered  to  a  patient. 

(b)  Measure  to  verify  that  the  total 
activity  does  not  exceed  10  microcuries 
for  each  radiopharmaceutical  dosage 
with  an  activity  of  10  microcuries  or 
less. 

§  35.16  Records  of  measurentents. 

(a)  The  licensee  shall  preserve,  for 
Commission  inspection,  the  records  of 
the  measurements  required  in  §  35.15  for 
1  year  following  the  date  of  the 
measurement. 

(b)  Records  of  the  measurements 
made  under  §  35.15  must  contain  the: 

(1)  Generic  name  of  the 
radiopharmaceutical; 

(2)  Total  activity  of  the  dosage  at  the 
time  of  measurement,  or  a  notation  that 
the  total  activity  is  less  than  10 
microcuries;  and 

(3)  Date  and  time  of  the  measurement. 

(Secs.  81, 161b,  and  o.  Pub.  L.  83-703, 68  Stat. 
935, 948  (42  U.S.C.  2111,  2201  (b  and  o));  Sec. 
201  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93-438, 88  Stat.  1242 
(42  U.S.C.  5841)) 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  12th  day 
of  August,  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

E.  Kevin  Cornell, 

Deputy  Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25465  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

HLUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
International  Trade  Administration 
15  CFR  Ch.  Ill 

Request  for  Comments  on  Effects  of 
Foreign  Policy  Export  Controls 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 
action:  Proposed  rule;  solicitation  of 
comments. 


SUMMARY:  Section  6  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979  provides  that 
export  controls  imposed  for  foreign 
policy  reasons  expire  one  year  after 
imposition  unless  extended.  In 
preparation  for  revision  or  extension  of 
controls  on  January  1, 1982,  the 
Department  is  seeking  comments  on 
how  controls  imposed  or  extended 
effective  January  1, 1981,  and 
subsequently,  have  affected  exporters 
and  the  general  public. 

DATE:  Comments  should  be  received  by 
November  2, 1981  to  assure  full 
consideration  in  formulation  of  control 
policies. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  (six  copies 
when  possible]  should  be  sent  to:  Mr. 
Richard  J.  Isadore,  Director,  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Room  1617M,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Cutter,  Chief,  Special  Programs 
Branch,  Policy  Planning  Division,  Office 
of  Export  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  Telephone:  (202)  377-4275. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Export  Administration  Act  of  1979 
establishes  criteria  for  the  imposition, 
extension,  or  expansion  of  foreign  policy 
export  controls.  Subsection  6(a](2]  of  the 
Act  provides  that: 

Export  controls  maintained  for  foreign 
policy  purposes  shall  expire  on  December  31, 
1979,  or  one  year  after  imposition,  whichever 
is  later,  unless  extended  •  *  *  Any  such 
extension  and  any  subsequent  extension 
shall  not  be  for  a  period  of  more  than  one 
year.  For  administrative  reasons,  the 
Department  reviews  all  foreign  policy 
controls  on  a  calendar  year  basis, 
notwithstanding  that  certain  controls 
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imposed  dunng  the  year  would  expire  on 
their  anniversary  date. 

Foreign  policy  controls  were  extended 
or  expanded  January  1, 1981  and  remain 
in  effect  at  this  time  covering  human 
rights.  South  Africa  and  Namibia,  anti¬ 
terrorism,  embargoed  communist 
countries,  oil  and  gas  equipment  for  the 
Soviet  Union  and  Afghanistan, 
transactions  related  to  the  1980  Summer 
Olympics,  and  truck  engine  assembly 
lines  for  the  Soviet  Kama  River  Truck 
Complex  (see  15  CFR-Parts  376  &  385). 
Nuclear  nonproliferation  controls 
continue  in  effect  pursuant  to  section 
17(d)  of  the  Act  and  section  309(c)  of  the 
Nuclear  Nonproliferation  Act  of  1978  (15 
CFR  Part  378). 

Two  changes  in  the  foreign  policy 
controls  were  made  during  the  year. 
Effective  June  6, 1981,  criteria  for  review 
of  certain  commodities  were  changed  to 
relate  to  regional  stability  in  order  to 
reflect  more  accurately  the  foreign 
policy  interests  applicable  to  those 
commodities  (previously  reviewed  under 
policy  relating  to  crime  control 
equipment)  (46  FR  31407-31409,  June  16, 
1981). 

Additionally,  foreign  policy  controls 
on  exports  to  the  Republic  of  South 
Africa  and  Namibia  were  eased  to 
permit  the  export  of  medical  supplies 
and  equipment  and  of  commodities  used 
to  prevent  unlawful  interference  with 
international  civil  aviation  to  any  end- 
user  in  those  countries,  including 
military  and  police  entities,  effective 
June  30, 1981  (46  FR  33509-33510,  June 
30, 1981). 

To  assure  maximum  public 
participation  in  the  review  process, 
comments  on  the  extension  or  revision 
of  these  existing  foreign  policy  controls 
are  solicited. 

The  Act  requires  the  following  criteria 
to  be  considered  when  imposing, 
expanding,  or  extending  foreign  policy 
export  controls; 

(1)  The  probability  that  such  controls 
will  achieve  the  intended  foreign  policy 
purpose,  in  light  of  other  factors, 
including  the  availability  from  other 
countries  of  the  goods  or  technology 
proposed  for  such  controls; 

(2)  The  compatibility  of  the  proposed 
controls  with  the  foreign  policy 
objectives  of  the  United  States, 
including  the  effort  to  counter 
international  terrorism,  and  with  overall 
United  States  policy  toward  the  country 
which  is  the  proposed  target  of  the 
controls; 

(3)  The  reaction  of  other  countries  to 
the  imposition  or  expansion  of  such 
export  controls  by  the  United  States; 

(4)  The  likely  effects  of  the  proposed 
controls  on  the  export  performance  of 


the  United  States,  on  the  competitive 
position  of  the  United  States  in  the 
international  economy,  on  the 
international  reputation  of  the  United 
States  as  a  supplier  of  goods  and 
technology,  and  on  individual  United 
States  companies  and  their  employees 
and  communities,  including  the  effects 
of  the  controls  on  existing  contracts; 

(5)  The  ability  of  the  United  States  to 
enforce  the  proposed  controls 
effectively;  and 

(6)  The  foreign  policy  consequences  of 
not  imposing  controls. 

The  Department  is  particularly 
interested  in  the  experience  of 
individual  exporters  in  complying  with 
these  controls,  with  emphasis  on 
economic  impact  and  specific  instances 
of  busiijess  lost  to  foreign  competitors. 

Parties  submitting  comments  are 
asked  to  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
However,  respondents  are  reminded 
that  the  Department  is  soliciting  only 
information  that  may  be  used  publicly. 
No  “confidential  business  information” 
will  be  accepted.  Any  information  so 
designed  will  be  returned  to  the 
commenter. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  the  comment  period  will  be 
considered  by  the  Department  in  the 
development  of  final  regulations. 

While  comments  received  after  the 
close  of  the  comment  period  will  be 
considered  if  possible,  their 
consideration  cannot  be  assured. 

All  public  comments  will  be  a  matter 
of  public  record  and  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  cuid  copying.  In  the 
interest  of  accuracy  and  completeness, 
comments  in  written  form  are  preferred. 
If  oral  comments  are  received,  they  must 
be  followed  by  written  memoranda  that 
will  also  be  a  matter  of  public  record 
and  will  be  available  for  public  review 
and  copying.  Commimications  fix)m 
agencies  of  the  United  States 
government  or  foreign  governments  will 
not  routinely  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection. 

The  public  record  concerning  these 
comments  will  be  maintained  in  the 
International  Trade  Administration’s 
Freedom  of  Information  Records 
Inspection  Facility,  Room  3102,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue  N.W^ 
Washington,  D.C.  20230.  Record  in  this 
facility,  including  written  public 
comments  and  memoranda  summarizing 
the  substance  of  oral  communications, 
may  be  inspected  and  copied  in 
accordance  with  regulations  published 
in  Part  4  of  Title  15  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  Information  about 
the  inspection  and  copying  of  records  at 
the  fac^ty  may  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Patricia  L  Mann,  the  International 


Trade  Administration’s  Freedom  of 
Information  Officer,  at  the  above 
address  or  by  calling  (202)  377-3031 

(Sections  6  and  13.  Pub.  L  96-72. 93  Stat  503. 
50  U.S.C  app.  2401  et  seq.-,  B.  O.  No.  12214  (45 
FR  29783.  May  6, 1900):  Dept  Oig.  Ord.  10-3 
(45  FR  6141,  January  25. 1900);  ITA  Oig.  a 
Functions  O^.  41-1  (45  FR  11862,  February 
22, 1980)  and  41-4  (45  FR  65003,  October  1. 
1980)) 

Date:  August  27, 1981. 

William  V.  Skidmoce, 

Director,  Off  ice  of  Export  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25387  FiMB-n-St:  ass  aal  ^ 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Colorado— 14)1 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From* tight 
Formations;  Colorado 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
Section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  hi^-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  hM  determined 
that  the  gas  is  produced  under 
conditions  which  present  extraordinary 
risks  or  costs.  Under  section  107(cH5), 
the  Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  hi^-cost  gas  wfaidi 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  propos^  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation  contains  the  amended 
recommendation  of  the  Oilorado  Oil 
and  Ckis  Conservation  Ckimmission  that 
the  Dakota  Formation  be  designated  as 
a  tight  formation  under  f  271.703(d). 
DATE:  (Comments  on  die  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  September  24. 1961. 

Public  Hearing:  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet  Written 
requests  fw  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
September  9. 1961. 

ADDRESS:  (Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
the  Sectary,  625  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washi^on,  D.G  20426. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  J.  Lawn^,  (202)  357-8307  or  VictOT 
Zabel,  (202)  357-6616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

Issued:  August  25, 1981. 

On  May  4. 1981,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  was  issued  to  detennine 
whether  to  adopt  a  recommendation  of 
the  Colorado  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 
Commission  (Colorado)  that  the  Dakota 
Formation  in  Mesa  and  Garfield 
Counties,  Colorado,  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations.  This 
original  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May 
8, 1981  (46  FR  25643).  One  comment  was 
received  in  response  to  the  Notice  in 
support  of  the  recommendation. 

Cta  August  11, 1981,  Colorado  filed  an 
amendment  to  its  recommendation  that 
the  Dakota  Formation  be  designated  as 
a  tight  formation.  The  amendment 
contained  additional  data  to  support  its 
recommendation.  The  amendment 
further  sought  to  delete  all  of  Sections 
15, 16  and  22,  Township  9  South,  Range 
100  West,  6th  P.M.,  from  the 
recommended  area,  inasmuch  as 
expected  production  from  wells 
completed  in  these  sections,  which  are 
on  the  fringe  of  the  recommended  area, 
would  be  in  excess  of  the  production 
guideline  found  in  §  271.703(c)(2)(i)(B). 

The  instant  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  is  issued  to  afford  notice  of, 
and  an  opportimity  for  comment  on.  the 
deletion  of  the  above-described  sections 
from  Colorado’s  recommendation  that 
the  Dakota  Formation  be  designated  as 
a  tight  formation.  Colorado’s  amended 
recommendation  and  supporting  data 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  tiie  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  97,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM80-68  (45  FR  53456, 
August  12. 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  proposal  submitted  by  Colorado 
that  the  Dakota  Formation,  as  described 
and  delineated  in  Colorado’s 
recommendation  as  amended  and  filed 
with  the  Commission,  be  designated  as 
a  tight  formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703. 

Public  Conunent  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.  Washington,  D.C. 
20^  on  or  befcm  September  24, 1981. 
Each  person  submitting  a  comment 
should  indicate  tiiat  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM79-76 


(Colorado— 14),  and  should  give  reasons 
including  supporting  data  for  any 
recommendations.  Comments  should 
include  the  name,  title,  mailing  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  one  person  to 
whom  communications  concerning  the 
proposal  may  be  addressed.  An  original 
and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  ^blic  Information,  Room  1000, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  shall  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  no  later  than  September  9, 
1981. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  IS  U.S.C, 
S301-3342) 

PART  271-CEIUNG  PRICES 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
Part  271,  Chapter  L  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below, 
in  the  event  Colorado’s  recommendation 
is  adopted. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams, 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subpEuragraph  (64)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jiuisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
***** 

(64)  Dakota  Formation  in  Colorado. 
RM79-76  (Colorado— 14). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Dakota  Formation  is  found  in  Mesa  and 
Garfield  Counties.  Colorado,  and 
consists  of  all  or  portions  of  Townships 
7  throu^  11  Souffi,  Ranges  96  through 
100  West,  6th  P.M. 


(ii)  Depth.  The  Dakota  Formation 
occurs  at  an  average  measured  depth  of 
7075  feet 

*  *  *  *  n 

|FR  Doc.  81-25466  Filed  8-31-81 8:48  am] 
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18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico-5)] 

High^iost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  New  Mexico 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
Section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  hi^-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  ‘This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation  contains  the 
recommendation  of  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  and  the  United  States 
Geological  Survey  that  the  Mesaverde 
Formation  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  under  §  271.703(d). 
date:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  September  24, 1981. 

Public  Hearing:  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet.  Written 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
September  9, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Victor 
Zabel,  (202)  357-8616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued:  August  25, 1981. 

L  Background 

On  July  30, 1981,  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  Oil  Conservation  Division  (New 
Mexico)  submitted  to  the  Commission  a 
recommendation,  in  accordance  with 
§  271.703  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (45  FR  S6034,’Augost  22, 
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1980),  that  the  Mesaverde  Formation 
located  in  Rio  Arrijba  County,  New 
Mexico,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation.  The  United  States  Geological 
Survey  (USGS)  concurs  with  New 
Mexico’s  recommendation,  however,  the 
USGS  recommends  the  addition  of 
contiguous  acreage,  thereby  enlarging 
the  area  recommended  by  New  Mexico. 
The  New  Mexico  and  USGS 
recommendations  and  supporting  data 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection.  Pursuant 
to  §  271.703(c)(4)  of  the  regulations,  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  is 
hereby  issued  to  determine  whether 
New  Mexico’s  recommendation  that 
certain  portions  of  the  Mesaverde 
Formation  be  designated  a  tight 
formation  should  be  adopted  and 
whether  the  USGS  recommendation  to 
include  contiguous  acreage  should  also 
be  adopted. 

II.  Description  of  Recommendation 

The  Mesaverde  Formation  is  located 
in  Rio  Arriba  County,  New  Mexico, 
approximately  30  miles  south  of  Duke, 
New  Mexico.  The  area  recommended  by 
New  Mexico  and  the  USGS  is  situated  in 
Townships  2  and  3  North,  Ranges  26  and 
27  West  along  the  eastern  fringe  of  the 
main  Blanco  Mesaverde  .Gas  Pool.  The 
specified  area  is  almost  11  miles  in 
length  and  4  miles  in  width.  The 
Mesaverde  Formation  consists  of  two  40 
to  100  feet  thick  sand  members,  the  Cliff 
House  and  Point  Lookout  Sandstones, 
separated  by  about  300  feet  of  the 
Menefee  shale  member.  The  average 
depth  to  the  top  of  the  Mesaverde 
Formation  is  5,563  feet.  The 
recommended  area  is  subject  to  New 
Mexico  Order  No.  R-1670-T,  issued 
November  14, 1974,  which  authorizes 
infill  drilling  in  the  Blanco  Mesaverde 
field.  Accordingly,  certain  portions 
within  the  proposed  area  may  be  subject 
to  exclusion  pursuant  to 
§  271.703(c)(2)(i)(D)  of  the  regulations. 

III.  Discussion  of  Recommendation 

New  Mexico  claims  in  its  submission 
that  evidence  gathered  through 
information  and  testimony  presented  at 
a  public  hearing  in  Case  No.  7154 
convened  by  New  Mexico  on  this  matter 
demonstrates  that: 

(1)  The  average  in  situ  gas 
permeability  throughout  fte  pay  section 
of  the  proposed  area  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  0.1  millidarcy: 

(2)  The  stabilized  production  rate, 
against  atmospheric  pressure,  of  wells 
completed  for  production  fi'om  the 
recommended  formation,  without 
stimulation,  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
the  maximum  allowable  production  rate 
set  out  in  $  271.703(c)(2)(i)(B);  and 


(3)  No  well  drilled  into  the 
recommended  formation  is  expected  to 
produce  more  than  five  (5)  barrels  of  oil 
per  day. 

New  Mexico  further  asserts  that 
existing  State  and  Federal  Regulations 
assure  that  development  of  this 
formation  will  not  adversely  afiect  any 
fresh  water  aquifers. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  m  d  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  97,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM80-68  (45  FR  53456, 

August  12, 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  proposal  submitted  by  New 
Mexico  and  the  USGS  that  ffie 
Mesaverde  Formation,  as  described  and 
delineated  in  New  Mexico’s  and  the 
USGS  recommendation  as  filed  with  the 
Commission,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703. 

IV.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capital  Street  NE^  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  September  24, 1981. 
Each  person  submitting  a  comment 
should  indicate  that  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM79-76 
(New  Mexico— 5),  and  should  give 
reasons  including  supporting  data  for 
any  recommendations.  Comments 
should  include  the  name,  title,  mailing 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  one 
person  to  whom  communications 
concerning  the  proposal  may  be 
addressed.  An  original  and  14 
conformed  copies  should  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  ^blic  Information,  Room  1000, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  meike  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  shall  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  no  later  than  September  9, 
1981. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978, 15  U.S.C 
3301-3342) 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
Part  271,  Chapter  LsTitle  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below. 


in  the  event  New  Mexico’s  and  the 
USGS  recommendation  is  adopted. 
Kenneth  A  Williams, 

Director.  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 

PART  271— CEIUNG  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraph  (63)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detaded 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  die 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  DockA 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  die  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
***** 

(48)  through  (62)  (Reserved] 

(63)  Mesaverde  Formation  in  N§;w 
Mexico.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico— 6). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Mesaverde  Formation  underiies  portions 
of  Townships  2  and  3  North,  Raiq^  26 
and  27  West  in  Rio  Arriba  County,  New 
Mexico.  The  proposed  area  is  within  the 
Blanco  Mesaverde  Gas  Pool 
approximately  30  miles  south  of  Duke. 
New  Mexico.  It  consists  of  the  Cliff 
House  and  Point  Lookout  sandstone 
members,  separated  by  the  Menefee 
shale  member. 

(ii)  Depth.  Hie  Mesaverde  Formation 
is  overlain  by  the  Lewis  Shale 
Formation  and  underlain  by  the  Mancos 
Shale  Formation.  The  average  depth  to 
the  top  of  the  Mesaverde  Formation  is 
5,563  feet. 

***** 

(FR  Ooc.  n-25468  Filed  S-SI-SI:  8:45  aB| 

BiLUNG  CODE  6450-S54* 

18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  Rai79-76  (Oktahoma— 11 

High-cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formation^  Oklahoma 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  'The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
Section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  hi^-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  detennines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(cM5).  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  retaliation 
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designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation  contains  the 
recommendation  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  that  the  Atoka  formation  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation  under 
§  271.703(d). 

date:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  September  24, 1981. 

Public  Hearing:  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet.  Written 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
September  9, 1981. 

address:  Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

FOB  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  John  R. 
Johnson  (202)  357-8731. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

.iaetied:  August  25, 1981. 

1.  Background 

On  July  20, 1981,  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission 
(Oklahoma)  submitted  to  the 
Commission  a  recommendation,  in 
accordance  with  §  271.703  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (45  FR  56034, 
August  22, 1980),  that  the  Atoka 
formation  located  in  Washita  County, 
Oklahomei,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation.  Pursuant  to  §  271.703(c)(4)  of 
the  regulations,  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  is  hereby  issued  to 
determine  whether  Oklahoma’s 
.recommendation  that  the  Atoka 
formation  be  designated  a  tight 
formation  should  be  adopted.  The 
United  States  Geological  Survey  concurs 
with  Oklahoma's  recommendation. 
Oklahoma’s  recommendation  and 
supporting  data  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

n.  Description  of  Recommendation 

Oklahoma  recommends  that  the 
Atoka  formation  located  in  Western 
Oklahoma  in  the  Anadarko  Basin  area 
approximately  60  miles  west  of 
Oldahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  be  ^ 

designated  as  a  tight  formation.  The 
present  estimated  areal  extent  is  40320 
acres  and  is  located  in  the  northeast 
comer  of  Washita  County  within 
townships  9N-14W,  10N-14W,  9N-16W, 
10N-15W,  10N-16W,  and  11N-16W. 


The  Stratigraphic  location  of  the 
Atoka  formation  is  described  as  the 
uppermost  sandstone  development  in 
the  Atokan  Series  of  the  Lower 
Pennsylvanian  System  which  underlies 
the  Cherokee/Red  Foric  Group  and 
overlies  the  post-13  Finger  Lime  shale. 
The  average  depth  to  the  top  of  the 
formation  is  approximately  14,800  feet 
The  average  net  productive  interval  is 
approximately  40  feet. 

III.  Discussion  of  Recmumendation 

Oklahoma  claims  in  its  submission 
that  evidence  gathered  through 
information  and  testimony  presented  at 
a  public  hearing  in  Cause  U.S.  No.  9813, 
Order  No.  193998  convened  by 
Oklahoma  on  this  matter  demonstrates 
that: 

(1)  The  average  in  situ  gas 
permeability  throughout  Ae  pay  section 
of  the  proposed  area  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  0.1  millidarcy; 

(2)  The  stabilized  production  rate, 
against  atmospheric  pressure,  of  wells 
completed  for  production  from  the 
recommended  formation,  without 
stimulation,  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
the  maximum  allowable  production  rate 
set  out  in  $  271.703(c)(2)(i)(B);  and 

(3)  No  well  drilled  into  the 
recommended  formation  is  expected  to 
produce  more  than  five  (5)  barrels  of  oil 
per  day.  Oklahoma  further  asserts  that 
existing  State  and  Federal  Regulations 
assure  that  development  of  this 
formation  will  not  adversely  affect  any 
fresh  water  aquifers. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  Ae  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  67,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM80-68  (45  FR  53456, 
August  12, 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  ^e  proposal  submitted  by  Oklahoma 
that  the  Atoka  formation,  as  described 
and  delineated  in  Oklahoma's 
recommendation  as  filed  with  the 
Commission,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703. 

IV.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  September  24, 1961. 
Each  person  submitting  a  comment 
should  indicate  that  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM79-76 
(Oklahoma — ^1),  and  should  give  reasons 
including  supporting  data  for  any 
recommendarions.  Comments  should 
include  the  name,  title,  mailing  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  one  person  to 
whom  communications  concerning  the 


proposal  may  be  addressed.  An  original 
and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commmission. 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  ^blic  Information,  Room  1000, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  shall  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  no  later  than  September  9, 
1981. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978, 15  U.S.C. 
3301-3342) 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
Part  271,  Chapter  I  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below, 
in  the  event  Oklahoma’s 
recommendation  is  adopted. 

Kenneth  A  WilUams, 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulations. 

PART  271-CEIUNG  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraph  (62)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 

*****  t 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detfiUed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the.  recommendation. 
***** 

(48)  through  (61)  [Reserved] 

(62)  Atoka  Formation  in  Oklahoma. 
RM79-76  (Oklahoma — ^1). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Atoka  formation  is  found  in  Washita 
County,  Oklahoma,  in  Township  9 
North,  Range  14  West,  Sections  2 
through  11;  Township  9  North,  Range  16 
West,  Sections  1  through  3, 11  and  12; 
Township  10  North,  Range  14  West, 
Section  5  through  8, 17  t^ugh  21,  and 
27  through  35;  Township  10  North,  Range 
15  West,  Sections  6  through  30,  33 
through  36;  Township  10  North,  Range  16 
West,  Sections  1  through  5,  8  through  14, 
24  and  25;  Township  11  North,  Range  16 
West  Sections  16, 20  through  22,  27 
through  29,  and  32  through  35. 
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(ii)  Depth.  The  Atoka  formation  is 
defined  as  the  uppermost  sandstone 
development  in  the  Atoka  Series  of  the 
Lower  Pennslvanian  System  which 
underlies  the  Cherokee/Red  Fork  Group 
and  overlies  the  post-13  Finger  Lime 
shale.  The  average  depth  to  the  Atoka 
formation  is  approximately  14,800  feet 
***** 

|FR  Doc.  81-25469  Filed  8-31-81  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  e4SO-85-M 


18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Texas— 1  Addition)] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Texas 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
Section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  hi^-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natured  gas  produced  fium 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and  * 
Producer  Regulation  contains  the 
recommendation  of  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Texas  that  an  additional 
area  of  the  Cotton  Valley  Sandstone  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation  under 
§  271.703(d). 

date:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  September  24, 1981. 

Public  Hearing:  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet.  Written 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
September  9, 1981. 

address:  Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Walter 
W.  Lawson  (202)  357-8558. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued:  August  25, 1981. 

I.  Background 

On  July  17, 1981,  the  Raiboad 
Commission  of  Texas  (Texas)  submitted 


to  the  Commission  a  recommendation, 
in  accordance  with  §  271.703  of  the 
Commission's  regulations  (45  FR  56034, 
August  22, 1980),  that  an  additional  area 
of  the  Cotton  Valley  Sandstone  located 
in  the  area  of  the  Paige,  N.E.  Field,  in  the 
eastern  portion  of  Basbop  County,  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation.  'The 
Commission  previously  adopted  a 
recommendation  that  die  Cotton  Valley 
Group  found  in  the  northeastern  part  of 
the  State  of  Texas,  underlying  48 
counties  in  Raiboad  Commission 
Districts  1,  3,  5  and  6,  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation  (RM79-76  Texas — ^1, 
Order  No.  105  issued  October  24, 1980). 
Pursuant  to  §  271.703(c)(4)  of  the 
regulations,  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  is  hearby  issued  to 
determine  whether  Texas’ 
recommendation  that  the  Cotton  Valley 
Sandstone  in  the  Paige,  N.E.  Field  area 
be  designated  a  tight  formation  should 
be  adopted.  Texas'  recommendation  and 
supporting  data  €u«  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

II.  Description  of  Recommendation 

Texas  recommends  that  the  Cotton 
Valley  Sandstone  in  the  Paige,  N.E.  Field 
area,  encoimtered  in  the  eastern  portion 
of  Bastrop  County,  Texas,  Raiboad 
(Commission  District  1,  be  designated  as 
a  tight  formation.  The  boundaries  of  the 
recommended  area  are  approximately 
2.5  miles  around  the  Hou-T'ex  Oil  and 
Gas  Co.,  No.  1  O.R.  Mitchell  well  in  the 
Paige  N.E.  (Cotton  Valley)  Field.  This 
well  discovered  the  Paige,  N£.  Field 
located  2  miles  from  Paige,  Texas  in  the 
Wm.  Boatwright  Survey,  A-82.  The 
depositional  envbonment  of  the  Cotton 
Valley  Sands  is  believed  to  be  a  deltaic 
fan  deposit  with  no  definite  strike, 
bending  toward  the  coast  of  Texas. 

In  the  t3q)e  well  the  formation  is 
shown  to  occur  fi'om  11,820  feet  to  a 
total  depth  of  12,780  feet.  In  a  nearby 
well  the  gross  thickness  is  1,790  feet. 

m.  Discussion  of  Recommendation 

Texas  claims  in  its  submission  that 
evidence  gathered  through  information 
and  testimony  presented  at  a  public 
hearing  convened  by  Texas  on  this 
matter  demonsbates  that: 

(1)  The  average  in  situ  gas 
permeability  throughout  ffie  pay  section 
of  the  proposed  area  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  0.1  millidarcy; 

(2)  The  stabilized  production  rate, 
against  atmospheric  pressure,  of  wells 
completed  for  production  fit}m  the 
recommended  formation,  without 
stimulation,  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
the  maximum  allowable  production  rate 
set  out  in  §  271.703(cK2)(i)(B);  and 


(3)  No  well  drilled  into  the 
recommended  formation  is  expected  to 
produce  more  than  five  (5)  barrels  of  oil 
per  day. 

Texas  further  asserts  that  existing 
State  and  Federal  Regulations  assure 
that  development  of  this  formation  will 
not  adversely  affect  any  fresh  water 
aquifers  that  are  or  are  expected  to  be 
used  as  a  domestic  or  agricultural  water 
supply. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  97,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM8&-68  (45  FR  53456, 

August  12, 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  proposal  submibed  by  Texas  diat 
the  cotton  Valley  Sandstone  in  the 
Paige,  N£.  Field  area,  as  described  and 
delineated  in  Texas'  recommendation  as 
filed  with  the  Commission,  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation  pursuant 
to  §  271.703. 

IV.  Public  comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
%vritten  data,  views  Or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  Nordi 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C 
20426,  on  or  before  Septembn  24, 1961. 
Each  person  submittii^  a  comment 
should  indicate  that  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM79-78 
(Texas — ^1  Addition),  and  should  give 
reasons  including  supporting  data  for 
any  recommendations.  Comments 
should  include  the  name,  title,  mailing 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  one 
person  to  whom  communications 
concerning  the  proposal  may  be 
addressed.  An  original  and  14 
conformed  copies  should  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission's 
Office  of  ^blic  Information.  Room  KXM), 
825  North  COpitol  Street,  N.^ 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  shall  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  no  later  than  September  9. 
1981. 

(Natural  C^s  Policy  Act  of  1978, 15  U.S.C 
3301-3432) 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
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Part  271,  Chapter  I  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below, 
in  the  event  Texas’  recommendation  is 
adopted. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams, 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 

PART  271— CEILING  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  subparagraph  (1)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommeiidation. 
***** 

(1)  The  Cotton  Valley  Group  in  Texas. 
RM79-76  (Texas— 1). 

(i)  The  Cottom  Valley  Group  consists 
of  the  Cotton  Valley  Sandstone,  the 
Bossier  Shale  and  the  Cotton  Valley 
Lime  Formations. — (A)  Delineation  of 
formation.  The  northern  boundary  of  the 
Cotton  Valley  Group  is  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  border  extending  through 
Fannin,  Lamar,  and  Red  River  Counties; 
the  eastern  boundary  is  formed  by  the 
Texas-Arkansas  and  Texas-Louisiana 
borders;  the  southern  boundary  is  along 
the  Angelina-Caldwell  flexure  running 
through  Sabine,  San  Augustine, 

Angelina  and  Trinity  Counties;  the 
western  boundary  is  set  by  the  Mexia- 
Talco  fault  zone  through  Limestone, 
Navarro,  and  Kaufman  Counties. 

(B)  Depth.  Cotton  Valley  Sandstone  is 
encountered  at  an  average  depth  of 
approximately  7,000  feet  to  the  north, 
8,000  feet  to  the  east,  between  10,000 
feet  and  11,000  feet  to  the  south,  and 
5,000  feet  to  the  west;  Bossier  Shale  is 
encountered  at  7,700  feet  to  the  north, 
10,720  feet  to  the  east,  12,600  feet  to  the 
south,  and  5,340  feet  to  the  west;  Cotton 
Valley  Lime  is  encountered  at  8,000  feet 
to  the  north,  11,400  feet  to  the  east, 

13,200  feet  to  the  south,  and  5,500  feet  to 
the  west. 

(ii)  The  Cotton  Valley  Sandstone  in 
the  Paige,  N.E.  Field  Area.— (A) 
Delineation  of  formation.  The  Cotton 
Valley  Sandstone  in  the  Paige,  N.E.  Field 
area  is  found  in  the  eastern  portion  of 
Bastrop  County,  Texas,  Railroad 
Commission  District  1.  The  boundaries 
of  the  recommended  area  are 
approximately  2.5  miles  around  the  Hou- 
Tex  Oil  and  Gas,  No.  1  O.R.  Mitchell 


well.  This  well  discovered  the  Paige, 
N.E.  Field  located  2  miles  firom  Paige, 
Texas  in  the  Wm.  Boatwright  Survey, 
A-82. 

(B)  Depths.  The  top  and  base  of  the 
Cotton  Valley  Sandstone  are  found  at 
the  approximately  subsea  depths  of — 
11,520  feet  and — ^12,780  feet, 
respectively.  The  maximum  thickness  of 
the  formation  is  approximately  1,790 
feet. 

***** 

(FR  Doc.  81-25467  Filed  8-31-61;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 
29  CFR  Part  800 

The  Equal  Pay  Act 
Cross  Reference 

For  a  document  issued  by  the  Equal 
Employment  Commission  proposing 
interpretations  with  respect  to  the 
enforcement  of  the  Equal  Pay  Act,  see 
FR  Doc.  81-25516  published  in  the 
Proposed  Rules  section  of  this  issue. 

BILUNG  CODE  6S70-46-M 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

29  CFR  Part  1620 

The  Equal  Pay  Act;  Interpretations 

agency:  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission  (EEOC). 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1978  and  E.0. 12144, 
responsibility  for  enforcement  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  (The  Act)  was  transferred 
from  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the 
EEOC.  Pursuant  to  that  authority,  the 
Commission  proposes  interpretations 
with  respect  to  the  enforcement  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act.  These  interpretations 
would  replace  those  issued  by  the 
Department  of  Labor  at  29  CFR  Part  800. 
DATE:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
regulations  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  2, 1981.  The 
Commission  proposes  to  consider  the 
submissions  for  a  period  of  at  least  ten 
days  thereafter  before  adopting  any 
final  regulations. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
regarding  the  regulations  to  Treva 
McCall,  Executive  Officer,  (1620-81) 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission,  2401 E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506.  Copies  of  the 


comments  submitted  by  the  public  will 
be  available  fw  review  at  the  Social 
Sciences  Library,  Room  2003,  EEOC, 

2401 E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  between  the  hours  of  9:30^.m. 
and  5:00  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Anthony  J.  De  Marco  (Acting  Associate 
General  Counsel)  (tele:  202-634-6595)  or 
Clement  Hyland  (tele:  202-653-5490), 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Legal 
Counsel  Division,  or  Raj  K.  Gupta, 
Supervisory  Attorney,  Office  of  Policy 
Implementation  (tele:  202-634-7060), 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission,  2401  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1978,  43 
FR  19807  (May  9, 1978),  and  E.0. 12144, 

44  FR  37193  (June  26, 1979), 
responsibility  and  authority  for 
enforcement  of  the  Equal  Pay  Act  of 
1963,  29  U.S.C.  206(d),  was  transferred 
from  the  Department  of  Labor  (DOL)  to 
the  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission  (EEOC)  on  July  1, 1979. 
Effective  July  1, 1979,  the  Commission 
adopted  the  Department  of  Labor’s 
administrative  procedures  for 
investigation  and  enforcement  under  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  and  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  recordkeeping  regulations.  44  FR 
38670  (July  2, 1979).  ’llie  Commission 
declined  to  adopt  as  its  interpretation  of 
the  Equal  Pay  Act,  the  interpretations 
and  opinions  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Administrator,  but  stated  that  after  July 
1, 1979,  employers  could,  until  the 
Commission  issued  its  own 
interpretations  of  the  Equal  Pay  Act 
continue  to  rely  on  existing 
interpretations  and  opinions  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Administrator  to  the 
extent  that  they  were  not  inconsistent 
with  statutory  revisions  and  judicial 
interpretations. 

The  Equal  Pay  interpretations  of  the 
Department  of  Labor  are  set  forth  in  29 
CFR  Part  800.  The  interpretations  which 
the  Commission  proposes  to  issue  will 
appear  at  29  CFR  Part  1620  and 
supersede  29  CFR  Part  800.  The 
interpretations  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  issued  in  1965  and  amended  in 
1967,  have  been  revised  to  incorporate 
statutory  changes  to  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  that  occurred  in  1972, 
1974,  and  1977,  to  conform  to  principles 
set  forth  in  recent  judicial  decisions,  and 
to  reflect  later  experience  obtained 
through  enforcement  of  the  Equal  Pay 
Act. 

Section  1620.1,  titled  “Basic  Coverage 
of  the  Act,’’  covers  the  subject  matter 
included  in  §§  800.0  through  800.12 
which  contain  introductory  material  and 
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detailed  discussion  of  coverage  under 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act,  whidi  is 
also  applicable  to  the  Equal  Pay  Act 
The  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments 
of  1974  extended  coverage  of  the  Act  to 
most  local.  State  and  Federal 
government  employees  not  previously 
covered.  The  interpretations  in  this  part 
apply  to  federal  employees,  but  the 
procedmal  regulations  for  the  filing  of 
complaints  by  federal  employees  will 
appear  in  29  CFR  Part  1613. 

Sections  1620.2  through  1620.5  discuss 
important  statutory  and  judicial 
definitions  and  cover  the  subject  matter 
included  in  §  800.110  which  held  that 
payments  related  to  maternity  are  not 
wages.  Section  1620.4  repudiates  this 
position,  as  did  DOL  in  its  proposed 
revision  of  §  800.110,  43  FR  38029. 
Payments  of  benefits  related  to 
maternity  are  wages.  The  materials  set 
forth  in  §§  800.100,  800.101  and  800.109 
are  not  included  in  these  regulations 
since  these  sections  merely  set  forth  the 
text  of  the  Equal  Pay  Act  and 
information  regarding  the  effective  dates 
of  the  Act.  Section  800.112  is  not  being 
included  in  these  regulations  because  it 
is  more  applicable  to  a  section  on 
minimum  wages  than  on  equal  pay. 

The  last  sentence  in  §  §  1620.4  and 
1620.5  titled  “Fringe  Benefits"  deals  with 
the  subject  matter  which  is  covered  by 
§  800.116(d)  titled  “contributions  to 
employee  benefit  plans."  On  August  25, 
1978,  the  Department  of  Labor  proposed 
an  amendment  to  S  800.116(d)  to  hiring 
its  position  on  hinge  benefits  into  line 
with  the  principles  enunciated  in  City  of 
Los  Alleles,  Department  of  Water  and 
Power  V.  Manhart,  435  U.S.  702  (1978), 
and  also  the  Commission’s  guideline,  29 
CFR  1604.9,  under  Title  Vn,  which  was 
cited  with  approval  in  Manhart  For  the 
Department’s  proposed  amendments  see 
43  FR  38029.  Prior  to  the  publication  of 
that  amendment  in  final  form,  the 
responsibility  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
Act  was  transferred  to  the  EEOC. 

In  Manhart,  the  Supreme  Court  was 
presented  with  two  administrative 
interpretations  of  what  constitutes  sex- 
based  discrimination  in  hinge  benefits: 
the  Court  held  that  the  EEOC’s  statutory 
interpretation  contained  in  29  CFR 
1604.9  was  the  proper  one,  and, 
therefore,  it  rejected  the  Labor 
Department’s  interpretation  under  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  After  Manhart  an 
employer  is  required  to  provide  equal 
benefits  under  both  Title  VII  and  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  Before  Manhart  there 
existed  two  alternative  approaches  to 
what  constituted  sex-based 
discrimination  in  hinge  benefits; 
Manhart  foreclosed  one  of  the  two 
alternatives.  Thus,  the  Commission 


believes  that  there  is  no  alternative 
method  for  implementing  the  Supreme 
Court’s  decision  in  Manhart 

In  order  to  avoid  duplicative 
regulations  under  the  two  statutes,  both 
of  which  are  now  enforced  by  the 
Commission,  $  1620.5  incorporates  the 
language  of  the  pre-existing  Title  Vll 
regulation  that  appears  at  29  CFR 
1604.9.*  The  only  notable  difference 
between  §§  1620.5  and  1604.9  is  that  an 
additional  example  has  been  added  to 
§  1620.5(d).  This  example  provides  that 
it  shall  be  unlawful  for  an  employer  to 
make  available  benefits  fm*  the 
husbands  and  families  of  female 
employees  where  the  same  benefits  are 
not  made  available  for  the  wives  and 
families  of  male  employees.  This 
example  is  simply  the  converse  of  the 
first  example  set  forth  in  that  section. 

*1116  additional  example  is  not  a  new 
theory  or  interpretation  of  the  law,  but 
rather  it  is  a  statement  of  applicable 
law. 

Section  1620.6  is  the  same  as  §  800.111, 
with  the  only  significant  change  being 
that  the  word  “Commissions"  has  been 
inserted  so  as  to  make  explicit  that  this 
system  of  pay  is  a  method  of  pay 
encompassed  by  the  term  “wage  ‘rate’." 

Sections  1620.7  through  1620.11  set 
forth  basic  interpretations  of  the  Equal 
Pay  Act  and  cover  the  subject  matter 
included  in  §§  800.114  through  800.132, 
which  treat  the  same  subjects.  These 
sections  have  been  rewritten  for  the 
S£ikc!  of  clarity  and  in  order  to  include 
principles  set  forth  in  important  judicial 
decisions.  For  example,  S  1620.10 
entitled  ‘Time  Unit  for  Determining 
Violations"  makes  it  clear  that  under  the 
Equal  Pay  Act,  as  well  as  other 
provisions  of  the  FLSA,  jobs  performed 
during  a  particular  woiic  cycle,  not 
during  the  full  year,  determine  the  right 
to  receive  equ^  pay  for  equal  work;  and 
§  1620.9,  which  de^es  “similar  woricing 
conditions,"  is  directly  based  on  the 
Supreme  Court’s  decision  in  Coming 
Glass  Works  v.  Brennan,  417  U.S.  188 
(1974).* 

'  Wording  in  §  1620.5  has  been  slightly  modified 
to  conform  to  the  language  of  the  Equal  Pay  Act; 
however,  no  difference  in  meaning  ia  thereby 
intended.  Also,  the  last  sentence  of  29  CFR  ie04S(f) 
referring  to  a  General  Counsel  statement  under  Title 
vn  is  not  applicable  to  the  Equal  Pay  Act  and  is. 
therefore,  deleted  from  {  1620.5. 

*Due  to  ambiguous  regulations.  Courts,  have  held 
that  “(ajlthough  Section  7(aKl)  of  Ac  Fair  Labor 
Standard  Act  (29  U.S.C  207(a)(1))  uses  the  work 
week  as  its  general  standard  for  determining 
minimum  wages  and  overtime  pay  due  employees, 
the  Equal  Pay  Provisions  involved  hen  do  not 
specify  a  work  week  standard.”  and  have 
interpreted  former  Labor  Department  regulatioiu 
stating  that  “it  win  generaUy  be  necessary  to 
scrutinice  fobs  as  a  whole  and  to  look  at  the 
characteristics  of  the  jobs  being  carapared  overa 
full  work  cycle”  (29  OH  600;119ldS  to  mean  that 


Section  1620.12  titled  “PenniMible 
bases  for  pay  differentials"  covers  the 
subject  matter  included  in  8f  800.140 
through  800.145,  which  is  titled 
“Exceptions  to  Equal  Pay  Standards." 
Section  1620.12  also  includes  a  sentence 
on  trainee  programs  which  is  discussed 
in  §  800.148  and  certain  principles  set 
forth  in  S  800.150. 

Sections  1620.13, 1620.14  and  162ai5 
simply  condense  and  more  explicitly 
state  certain  principles  set  forth  in 
S§  800.146,  800.147, 800.149  and  80ai51. 
Section  1620.15  discussed  the  term  “red 
circle”  rate.  Generally  speaking  a  “red 
circle”  rate  is  a  higher  rate  paid  to  a 
particular  employee  when  he  or  she  is 
transferred  to  a  job  at  a  lower  skill  and 
rate  of  pay  than  his  or  her  former  job. 

Sections  1620.16  throu^  162ai8  cover 
the  subject  matter  included  in  §i  800.160 
through  800.162  and  like  those  sections, 
describe  the  relationship  of  the  Equal 
Pay  Act  with  other  laws.  Regulations  in 
§  800.163  have  not  been  induded  in  li^t 
of  the  caselaw  which  has  invalidated 
such  restrictive  state  laws. 

These  regulations  have  been  reviewed 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
'12291  and  have  been  determined  not  to 
be  a  major  rule.  With  respect  to  the  last 
sentence  in  {§  1620.4  and  1620.5,  the 
prindples  enundated  are  mandated  by 
City  of  Los  Angeles,  Department  of 
Water  and  Power,  v.  Manhart  435  U.Sl 
702  (1978)  and  must  be  implemented. 

See  also  EEOC  v.  Colby  College,  58B 
F.2d  1139  (1st  Cir.  1978):  Norru  v. 
Arizona  Committee,  486  F.  Supp.  645  (D. 
Ariz.  1980):  Peters  v.  Wayne  State 
University,  476  F.  Supp.  1343  (ED.  KGch. 
1979;  ^irt  v.  Teachers  Insurance  and 
Annuity  Association,  475  P.  Siqip.  1271 
p.  Or.  1975);  Reilly  v.  Robertson.  266 
Ind.  29,  360  N.E.2d  171  (1977)  (based 
upon  the  14th  Amendment  cd  the  US. 
Constitution  and  the  Constitution  of  the 
Sate  of  Indiana). 

Most  of  the  affected  employers  are 
already  subject  to  the  Commission’s 
Title  VII  guideline,  29  CFR  1604.9; 
therefore  any  impad  is  limited  to  only 
those  employers  who  are  covered  sol^ 
by  the  Equal  Pay  Act  RnaDy  in  the 
private  sector,  with  respect  to  one  form 
of  fringe  bmiefits,  namely  pensions, 
whidi  has  been  the  subject  of  most 
attention  by  commentators  since 
Manhart  it  is  very  unlikely  that  any  of 
the  small  employers  covert  solely 
under  the  Equal  Pay  Act  would  be 

jobs  should  be  compared  over  a  foil  year  even 
though  women  were  employed  on  a  part-year  baaio 
and  higher  paid  men  were  onployed  oe  aa  aneeal 
haaia.  BECK  V.  KeHoaba  IkUfied  School  DialrictNm. 
7, 620  F.  2d  122a  1224-122S  (7th  Or.  198(4;  Manhair 

Dallas  IndepanBemt  School  DittnettOSW.  Si  vn 
(5th  Cir.  1978). 
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affected  by  the  adoption  of  §  1620.5.  A 
recent  survey  showed  that  two-thirds  of 
small  businesses  surveyed  in  1978 
offered  no  pension  plans  at  all.  This 
survey  regarded  employers  with  less 
than  50  employees  as  small  businesses.^ 
The  proposed  revised  regulations 
appearing  below,  when  adopted  as  final, 
will  supersede  29  CFR  Part  800. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  28  day  of 
July  1981. 

For  the  Commission. 

|.  Clay  Smith,  |r.. 

Acting  Chairman,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 

29  CFR  Part  1620  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding  new  §§  1620.1  thru 
1620.18. 

PART  1620— THE  EQUAL  PAY  ACT 

Sec. 

1620.1  Basic  applicability  of  the  Equal  Pay 
Act. 

1620.2  “Employer,”  “employee,”  “employ” 
defined. 

1620.3  Meaning  of  “establishment.” 

1620.4  Meaning  of  “wages.” 

1620.5  Fringe  benefits. 

1620.6  Wage  “rate.” 

1620.7  “Equal  work” — what  it  means. 

1620.8  Pay  differentials  claimed  to  be  based 
on  extra  duties. 

1620.9  fobs  performed  “under  similar 
working  conditions.” 

1620.10  Time  unit  for  determining  violations. 

1620.11  Equality  of  wages — application  of 
the  principle. 

1620.12  Permissible  bases  for  pay 
differentials. 

1620.13  “Head  of  household.” 

1620.14  Employment  cost  factors. 

1620.15  Equalization  of  rates. 

1620.16  Relation  to  Title  VII  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act. 

1620.17  Relation  to  other  equal  pay  laws. 

1620.18  Relation  to  other  labor  laws. 
Audiority:  Secs.  1-19,  52  Stat.  1060,  as 

amended;  Sec.  10.  61  Stat.  84;  Pub.  L  88-38,  77 
Stat.  56  (29  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.);  Sec.  1,  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  1  of  1978. 43  FR 19807;  Executive 
Order  No.  12144.  44  FR  37193. 

§  1620.1  Basic  applicability  of  the  Equal 
Pay  Act. 

Since  the  Equal  Pay  Act  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Act)  is  a  part  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  FLSA),  it  has  the  same 
basic  coverage  as  the  FLSA  except  that 
it  extends  to  executive,  administrative, 
and  professional  employees  and  to 
outside  sales  employees  who  are 
exempted  from  the  FLSA  for  most 
purposes  by  section  13(a)(1)  of  the 
statute.  Most  state  and  local  government 
employees  are  subject  to  the  Act  even 


*  "Small  Business  As  a  Market  For  Insurance"  at 
p.  vii  and  ix  (1978).  Sponsored  by  The  Marketing 
Department  of  U.S.  News  &  Worid  Report  and  Life 
Insurance  Marketing  and  Research  Association, 
conducted  by  Marketing  Concepts,  Inc. 


though  they  may  not  be  protected  under 
the  ^SA.  Specifically,  the  Act  applies 
to  an  employer  having  employees 
subject  to  any  of  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  FLSA  within  any 
establishment  in  which  such  employees 
are  employed.  Its  requirements  apply 
except  as  otherwise  provided  by  a 
specific  exemption  to  every  employee 
who  is  “engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the 
production  of  goods  for  commerce”  and 
every  employee  who  is  “employed  in  an 
enterprise  engaged  in  commerce  or  in 
the  production  of  goods  for  commerce” 
or  “by  an  establishment”  qualifying  as 
such  an  enterprise,  as  specified  and 
defined  in  the  FLSA,  including  most 
employees  of  the  United  States 
Government.  Except  for  the  exemption 
in  subsection  13(a)(1)  of  the  FLSA,  the 
other  exemptions  of  section  13(a)  of  the 
FLSA  are  applicable  to  the  Act. 

§  1620.2  “Employer,”  “employee,” 

“employ”  defined. 

The  words  “employer,”  “employee” 
and  “employ”  as  used  in  the  Act  are 
defined  in  the  FLSA.  Economic  reality 
rather  than  technical  concepts 
determines  whether  there  is  employment 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  An 
“employer,”  as  defined  in  section  3(d)  of 
the  FLSA,  “means  any  person  acting 
directly  or  indirectly  in  the  interest  of  an 
employer  in  relation  to  an  employee  and 
includes  a  public  agency,"  as  defined  in 
section  3(x).  An  “employee,”  as  defined 
in  Section  3(e)  of  the  FLSA,  “means  any 
individual  employed  by  an  employer.” 
“Employ,”  as  used  in  the  Act,  is  defined 
in  section  3(g)  of  the  FLSA  to  include  “to 
suffer  or  permit  to  work.”  Two  or  more 
employers  may  be  both  jointly  or  singly 
responsible  for  compliance  with  the 
statutory  requirements  applicable  to 
employment  of  a  particular  employee. 

§  1620.3  Meaning  of  “establlshmenL” 

(a)  The  meaning  of  the  word 
“establishment”  as  used  in  the  Act  is 
not  defined  in  the  FLSA,  but  guidance  as 
to  its  meaning  has  been  given  in  judicial 
decisions.  In  cases  where  a  single 
distinct  physical  place  of  business  is 
independently  operated  and  controlled 
as  an  autonomous  unit,  such  distinct 
physical  place  of  business  constitutes 
one  “establishment”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act.  However,  for  purposes  of  the 
Act,  in  some  situations  where 
employees ‘Ore  employed  in  physically 
separated  locations,  two  or  more  such 
separate  locations  together  may 
constitute  one  “establishment.”  The 
following  are  types  or  examples  of 
factors  which  tend  to  show  that  two  or 
more  locations  or  physical  units  together 
constitute  a  single  “establishment”:  (1) 
Integration  of  activities  at  such 


locations,  (2)  centralized  control  of 
activities  at  such  locations,  (3) 
centralized  personnel  activities  and 
policies,  and  (4)  the  utilization  of 
centrally  imposed  pay  practices  which 
are  applied  on  a  system-wide,  area-wide 
or  other  geographical-wide  basis 
throughout  such  locations.  When  as  a 
result  of  such  factors,  two  or  more 
locations  together  comprise  a  single 
“establishment,”  comparisons  between 
men  and  women  employees  performing 
equal  work  may  be  made  without  regard 
to  whether  they  work  in  the  same  or 
different  locations  so  long  as  such 
employees  are  within  such  single 
“establishment.” 

(b)  The  equal  pay  provisions  do  not 
apply  only  to  work  performed  inside  a 
physical  establishment.  Although  jobs 
must  be  tested  under  the  establislment 
basis,  this  does  not  deprive  employees 
of  protection  simply  because  their  work 
is  performed  away  fit)m  the  physical 
premises  of  the  establishment  in  which 
they  are  employed. 

§  1620.4  Meaning  of  “wages.” 

Under  the  Act,  the  term  “wages" 
generally  includes  all  payments  made  to 
or  on  behalf  of  the  employee  as 
remuneration  for  employment.  “Wages” 
as  used  in  the  Act  (the  piupose  of  which 
is  to  assure  men  and  women  equal 
remuneration  for  equal  work)  will 
therefore  include  payments  which  may 
not  be  counted  under  section  3(m)  of  the 
FLSA  toward  the  minimum  wage  (the 
purpose  of  which  is  to  assme  employees 
a  minimum  amount  of  remuneration 
unconditionally  available  in  cash  or  in 
board,  lodging  or  similar  facilities). 
Similarly,  the  provisions  of  section  7(e) 
of  the  FLSA  under  which  some  such 
payments  may  be  excluded  in  computing 
an  employee’s  “regular  rate”  of  pay  for 
purposes  of  section  7  do  not  authorize 
the  exclusion  of  any  such  remuneration 
fi'om  the  “wages”  of  an  employee  in 
applying  the  Act  Thus,  vacation  and 
holiday  pay,  and  premium  payments  for 
work  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  holidays, 
regular  days  of  rest  or  other  days  or 
hours  in  excess  or  outside  of  the 
employee’s  regular  days  or  hours  of 
work  are  remuneration  for  employment 
and  therefore  wage  payments  that  must 
be  considered  in  applying  the  Act  even 
though  not  a  part  of  the  employee’s 
“regular  rate.”  Fringe  benefits  are 
“wages”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 
Employer  contributions  to  employee 
benefit  plans  are  not  “wages”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act  but  rather  are 
employment  costs,  the  equality  or 
inequality  of  which  is  not  relevant  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Act. 
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§  1620.5  Fringe  benefits. 

(a)  “Fringe  benefits,"  as  used  herein, 
includes  medical,  hospital,  accident,  life 
insurance  and  retirement  benefits; 
profit-sharing  and  bonus  plans;  leave; 
and  other  terms,  conditions,  and 
privileges  of  employment. 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  an 
employer  to  discriminate  between  men 
and  women  with  regard  to  fiinge 
benefits. 

(c)  Where  an  employer  conditions 
benefits  available  to  employees  and 
their  spouses  and  families  on  whether 
the  employee  is  the  “head  of  the 
household"  or  “principal  wage  earner" 
in  the  family  unit,  the  benefits  tend  to  be 
available  only  to  male  employees  and 
their  families.  Due  to  the  fact  that  such 
conditioning  discriminatorily  affects  the 
rights  of  women  employees,  and  that 
“head  of  household"  or  “principal  wage 
earner”  status  bears  no  relationship  to 
job  performance,  benefits  which  are  so 
conditioned  will  be  foimd  a  prima  facie 
violation  of  the  prohibitions  against  sex 
discrimination  contained  in  the  Act. 

(d)  It  shall  be  imlawful  for  an 
employer  to  make  available  benefits  for 
the  wives  and  families  of  male 
employees  where  the  same  benefits  are 
not  made  available  for  the  husbands 
and  families  of  female  employees;  or  to 
make  available  benefits  for  the 
husbands  and  families  of  female 
employees  where  the  same  benefits  are 
not  made  available  for  the  wives  and 
families  of  male  employees;  or  to  make 
available  benefits  for  the  wives  of  male 
employees  which  are  not  made 
available  for  female  employees;  or  to 
make  available  benefits  to  the  husbands 
of  female  employees  which  are  not 
made  available  for  male  employees.  An 
example  of  such  an  unlawful 
employment  practice  is  a  situation  in 
which  wives  of  male  employees  receive 
maternity  benefits  while  female 
employees  receive  no  such  benefits. 

(e)  It  shall  not  be  a  defense  under  the 
Act  to  a  charge  of  sex  discrimination  in 
benefits  that  the  cost  of  such  benefits  is 
greater  with  respect  to  one  sex  than  the 
other. 

(f)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  an  employer 
to  have  a  pension  or  retirement  plan 
which,  with  respect  to  benefits, 
establishes  different  optional  or 
compulsory  retirement  ages  based  on 
sex,  or  which  otherwise  differentiates  in 
benefits  on  the  basis  of  sex. 

§  1620.6  Wage  “rate.” 

The  term  wage  “rate”  as  used  in  the 
Act  is  considered  to  encompass  all  rates 
of  wages  whether  calculated  on  a  time, 
commission,  piece,  job,  incentive,  or 
other  basis.  The  term  includes  the  rate 
at  which  overtime  compensation  or 


other  special  remimeration  is  paid  as 
well  as  the  rate  at  which  strai^t  time 
compensation  for  ordinary  work  is  paid. 
The  term  also  includes  the  rate  at  which 
a  draw,  advance,  or  guarantee  is  paid 
against  a  commission  settlement. 

§  1620.7  “Equal  work”— What  it  means. 

The  Act  prohibits  discrimination  by 
employers  on  the  basis  of  sex  in  the 
wages  paid  for  “equal  work  on  jobs  the 
performance  of  which  requires  equal 
skill,  effort  and  responsibility  and  which 
are  performed  under  similar  working 
conations  *  *  29  U.S.C.  206(d)(1). 

Equal  work  does  not  require  that  the 
jobs  be  identical,  but  only  that  they 
must  be  substantially  equal.  Coming 
Glass  V.  Brennan,  414  U.S.  188  (1974); 
Schultz  V.  Wheaton  Glass  Co.,  421  F.2d 
259  (3rd  Cir.)  cert,  denied  398  U.S.  905 
(1970). 

§  1620.8  Pay  differentials  claimed  to  be 
based  on  extra  duties. 

Additional  duties  may  not  be  a 
defense  to  the  payment  of  higher  wages 
to  one  sex  where  the  higher  pay  is  not 
related  to  the  extra  duties.  For  example, 
an  employer  cannot  claim  this  defense 
where: 

(a)  Employees  of  the  higher  paid  sex 
receive  the  higher  pay  without  doing  the 
extra  work; 

(b)  Some  members  of  the  lower  paid 
sex  also  perform  extra  duties  of  equal 
skill,  effort,  and  responsibilities; 

(c)  Qualified  members  of  the  lower 
paid  sex  are  not  given  the  opportunity  to 
do  the  extra  work; 

(d)  The  supposed  extra  duties  do  not 
in  fact  exist; 

(e)  The  extra  task  consumes  a 
minimal  amount  of  time  and  is  of 
peripheral  importance;,  or 

(f)  Third  persons  (i.e.,  individuals  who 
are  not  in  the  two  groups  of  employees 
being  compared)  who  do  the  extra  task 
as  their  primary  job  are  paid  less  than 
the  members  of  the  higher  paid  sex  for 
whom  there  is  an  attempt  to  justify  the 
pay  differential. 

§  1620.9  Jobs  performed  “under  similar 
working  conditions.” 

The  term  “similar  working  conditions" 
encompasses  two  subfactors: 
“surroundings”  and  “hazards.” 
“Surroundings”  measure  the  elements, 
such  as  toxic  chemicals  or  fumes, 
regularly  encountered  by  a  worker,  their 
intensity  and  their  frequency.  “Hazards” 
take  into  accoimt  the  physical  hazards 
regularly  encountered,  their  frequency 
and  the  severity  of  injury  they  can 
cause.  Coming  Glass  Works  v.  Brennan, 
417  U.S.  188,  202  (1974).  The  phrase 
“working  conditions”  does  not 
encompass  shift  differentials. 


1 1620.10  Tbna  unit  for  dotarmining 
violation*. 

Li  applying  the  various  tests  of 
equality  to  the  requirements  for  the 
performance  of  particular  jobs,  it  is 
necessary  to  scrutinize  each  job  as  a 
whole  and  to  look  at  the  characteristics 
of  the  jobs  being  compared  over  a  full 
woric  cycle.  For  the  purpose  of  such  a 
comparison,  the  appropriate  work  cyde 
to  be  determined  would  be  diat 
performed  by  members  of  the  lower  paid 
sex  and  a  comparison  then  made  witfi 
job  duties  performed  by  members  of  the 
higher  paid  sex  during  a  similar  work 
cycle.  Tlie  fact  that  the  higher  paid 
employee  may  be  required  to  perform  a 
regular  additional  task  not  induded  in 
the  work  cyde  of  the  lower  paid 
employee  would  not  justify  payment  of  a 
higher  wage  rate  to  that  employee  fw  all 
hours  worked.  Thus,  for  example,  where 
men  and  women  custodial  workers,  in  a 
school  system  perform  equal  work 
during  the  academic  year,  the 
performance  of  unequal  work  by  the 
men  in  the  summer  months  wotdd  not 
preclude  the  application  of  the  equal 
pay  standard,  and  a  higher  wage  rate  fm 
the  men  would  not  be  justified  for  the 
period  when  the  work  was  equaL 
Further,  the  denial  of  opportunity  to 
work  during  the  summer  months  would, 
if  sex-based,  violated  Title  Vn  where 
that  law  applies. 

$1620.11  Equaity  of  wages— Appacatlon 
of  the  principle. 

Equal  wages  must  be  paid  in  the  same 
medium  of  exchange.  For  instance,  an 
employer  would  be  prohibited  fit>m 
paying  higher  hourly  rates  to  all  male 
employees  and  then  attempting  to 
equalize  the  differential  by  periodically 
paying  the  women  employees  a  bonus. 
The  prohibition  against  unequal  pay  as 
to  men  and  women  employees  is 
applicable  in  regard  to  employees 
working  both  conciurently  and 
successively  in  an  establishment  In  a 
situation  in  which  a  violation  has 
occurred  where  men  and  women 
employees  were  concurrently  working, 
the  violation  continues  even  if  all  the 
members  of  the  higher  paid  sex  are 
transferred  into  different  jobs  or 
terminated.  Similarly,  if  a  particular  job 
which  has  been  performed  in  the  past  by 
a  man  becomes  vacant  and  is  then  filled 
by  a  woman  employee,  the  Act  would 
prohibit  paying  the  woman  employee  at 
lower  wage  rate  than  was  paid  for  equal 
work  when  performed  by  the  man. 

$  1620.12  Pennissible  bases  for  pay 
differentiala. 

(a)  Pay  differentials  between  men  and 
women  employees  may  be  permissible 
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under  the  Act  if  based  upon  one  or  more 
of  the  following  factors:  (1)  A  merit 
system,  (2)  a  seniority  system,  (3)  a 
system  based  on  quantity  or  quality  of 
production,  and  (4)  other  systems  or 
criteria  based  on  “any  other  factor  other 
than  sex.”  None  of  these  systems  is  a 
valid  defense,  however,  if  sex 
discrimination  is  any  element  of  it  either 
expressly  or  by  implication.  For 
instance,  a  seniority  system  which 
provides  periodic  increases  is  invalid  if 
it  prescribes  dual  wage  rates  for  men 
and  women  performing  equal  work.  A 
trainee  program  from  which  women 
employees  are  excluded  and  which  is 
claimed  as  a  basis  for  making  a 
differential  between  male  and  female 
employees  is  invalid  and  discriminatory 
and  therefore  is  not  a  defense. 

(b)  In  determining  whether  such 
systems  or  employment  practices  are 
valid  explanations  of  the  pay 
di^erential,  the  following  principles  are 
applied: 

(1)  The  standard  system  or  test  must 
be  completely  non-discriminatory  and 
lacking  any  element  of  sex 
discrimination  either  expressly  or 
impliedly. 

(2)  It  must  be  uniformly  applied  to 
men  and  women  employees. 

(3)  The  system  must  be  bona  fide  and 
must  be  the  genuine  basis  of  the  pay 
differential. 

(4)  Even  though  the  standard,  system 
,or  test  is  neutral  on  its  face,  and 
purports  to  be  based  on  a  factor  other 
than  sex,  it  is  discriminatory  if  it  has  an 
adverse  impact  on  members  of  one  sex 
in  providing  them  in  lower  rate  of  pay 
and  if  it  cannot  be  shown  to  be  related 
to  job  performance. 

(c)  The  employer  has  the  burden  of 
proving  the  existence  of  such  seniority 
system,  merit  system,  or  other  system 
based  on  factors  other  than  sex. 

§  1 620. 1 3  “Head  of  household.” 

Since  a  “head  of  household”  or  “head 
of  family”  status  bears  no  relationship 
to  the  requirements  of  the  job  or  to  the 
individual's  performance  on  the  job  and 
would  generally  adversely  affect 
members  of  one  sex,  a  pay  differential 
based  on  such  a  status  is  discriminatory 
and  not  a  defense  for  equal  pay 
violations. 

§  1620.14  Employment  cost  factors. 

A  wage  differential  based  on  claimed 
differences  between  the  average  cost  of 
employing  the  employer’s  women 
workers  as  a  group  and  the  average  cost 
of  employing  the  men  workers  as  a 
group  is  discriminatory  and  does  not 
qualify  as  a  differential  based  on  any 
“factor  other  than  sex,”  and  will  result 
in  a  violation  of  the  equal  pay 


provisions,  if  the  equal  pay  standard 
otherwise  applies.  Los  Angeles  Dept  of 
Water  6r  Power  Manhart,  435  U.S.  702 
(1978). 

§  1620.15  Equalization  of  rates. 

(a)  Under  the  express  terms  of  the 
Act,  when  a  prohibited  sex-based  wage 
differential  has  been  proved,  an 
employer  can  come  into  compliance 
only  by  raising  the  wage  rate  of  the 
lower  paid  sex. 

(b)  The  term  “red  circle”  rate 
describes  a  higher  than  normal  rate 
given  to  an  employee  for  exceptional 
reasons.  A  red  circle  rate  cannot  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
permanent  wage  differentials  for  equal 
work.  A  red  circle  rate  is  permissible  as 
a  factor  other  than  sex  in  such  cases  as, 
for  example,  temporary  reassignment  for 
ill  health. 

§  1620.16  Relation  to  Title  Vli  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act 

In  situations  where  the  jurisdictional 
prerequisites  of  both  the  Equal  Pay  Act 
and  Title  VII  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  2000e  et  seq, 
are  satisfied,  any  violation  of  the  Equal 
Pay  Act  is  also  a  violation  of  Title  VII. 
Furthermore,  Title  VII  covers  types  of 
wage  discrimination  not  actionable 
under  the  Equal  Pay  Act.  Therefore  an 
act  or  practice  of  an  employer  or  labor 
organization  that  is  not  a  violation  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  may  nevertheless  be  a 
violation  of  Title  VII. 

§  1620.17  Relation  to  other  equal  pay 
laws. 

The  provisions  of  various  State  or 
other  equal  pay  laws  may  differ  from  the 
equal  pay  provisions  set  forth  in  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act.  No  provisions  of 
the  Equal  Pay  Act  will  excuse 
noncompliance  with  any  State  or  other 
law  establishing  fewer  defenses  or  more 
liberal  work  criteria  than  those  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act.  On  the  other  hand, 
compliance  with  other  applicable 
legislation  will  not  excuse  violations  of 
the  Equal  Pay  Act. 

§1620.18  Relation  to  other  labor  laws. 

If  a  higher  minimum  wage  than  that 
required  under  the  FLSA  is  applicable  to 
a  particular  sex  pursuant  to  State  law, 
and  the  employer  pays  the  higher  State 
minimum  wage  to  male  or  female 
employees,  it  must  also  pay  the  higher 
rate  to  employees  of  the  opposite  sex  for 
equal  work  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
Act.  Similarly,  if  overtime  premiums  are 
paid  to  members  of  one  sex  because  of  a 
legal  requirement  such  premiums  must 


also  be  paid  to  employees  of  the  other 
sex. 

[FR  Doc.  n-ZSS16  nied  8-31-n;  MS  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs 

29  CFR  Part  2530 

Rules  and  Regulations  for  Minimum 
Standards  for  Employee  Benefit  Plans; 
Suspension  of  Benefit  Rules— 
Proposed  Amendments 

Note. — ^This  document  originally  appeared 
iq  the  Federal  Register  for  August  31, 1981.  It 
is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet  requirements 
for  publication  on  Tuesday/Friday  schedule 
assigned  to  the  Department  of  Labor. 

agency:  Office  of  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  Labor. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  amendments 
to  final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  In  this  document,  the 
Department  of  Labor  (Department)  is 
proposing  to  adopt  several  amendments 
to  a  final  regulation  under  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974 
(ERISA),  29  CFR  2530.203-3,  relating  to 
suspension  of  pension  benefit  payments 
under  certain  circumstances.  These 
amendments  are  intended  to  address 
concerns  which  have  been  presented  to 
the  Department  with  respect  to  possible 
effects  of  certain  technical  aspects  of 
the  regulation.  Specifically,  this 
document  affects  provisions  of  the 
regulation  which  govern  benefit  offsets 
and  determinations  of  whether  a  person 
is  “employed”  in  a  manner  which  could 
give  rise  to  a  suspension  of  benefits. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  these 
proposed  amendments  must  be  received 
by  the  Department  on  or  before 
September  30, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments 
(preferably  at  least  three  copies)  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  Reporting 
and  Plan  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  N- 
4508,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20216.  Attention: 
Suspension  of  Benefits — Amendments. 
All  written  comments  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Public 
Documents  Room,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Progams,  Department  of  Labor, 
Room  N-4677,  200  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.  Washington,  D,C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Jay  S.  Neuman,  Office  of  the  Solicitor; 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W. 
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Washington,  D.C.  20216;  Room  C-4508; 
202-523-6658. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  27, 1981,  the  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (46  FR 
8894)  a  final  regulation  under  section 
203(a)(3](B]  of  ERISA  govemii^  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  is 
permissible  for  a  plan  to  suspend  the 
payment  of  pension  benefits  (29  CFR 
2530.203-3).  As  published,  this 
regulation  was  due  to  take  effect  May 

27. 1981. 

On  May  26, 1981,  June  30, 1981,  and 
July  31, 1981,  the  Department  published 
documents  announcing  deferrals  of  the 
effective  date  of  the  suspension  of 
benefits  regulation,  originally  until  July 

1. 1981,  and  then  until  August  1, 1981 
and  September  1, 1981.  These  actions 
were  taken  in  order  to  permit 
reconsideration  of  the  regulation,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12291. 
In  those  Notices,  the  Department  also 
referred  to  a  number  of  comments  it  has 
received  in  response  to  publication  of 
the  final  rule,  and  stated  that  it  would 
consider  whether  and  to  what  extent 
these  comments  affect  its  analysis  of  the 
costs  and  benefits  involved. 

The  Department  has  now  determined 
that  certain  technical  problems 
described  below  should  be  addressed, 
and  is  proposing  several  amendments  to 
the  regulation.  In  addition,  elsewhere  in 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Department  is  publishing  a  notice 
relating  to  further  deferral  of  the 
effective  date  of  the  suspension  of 
benefits  regulation. 

The  technical  amendments  under 
consideration  for  permanent  adoption 
concern  items  of  administrative  cost 
associated  by  the  commentators  with 
implementation  of  provisions  of  the 
regulation  relating  to  benefit  offsets  and 
to  determinations  of  whether  cm 
individual  may  be  considered 
“employed”  in  “section  203(a)(3)(B) 
service.”  The  specific  areas  of  concern 
are  described  below. 

1.  Definition  of  "hour  of  service.  ” 
Generally,  the  regulation  permits  a 
pension  plan  to  provide  for  the 
permanent  withholding  of  accrued 
benefits  for  each  month  of  employment 
in  “section  203(a)(3)(B)  service.” 
Paragraph  (c)  of  the  regulation  states 
that  “section  203(a)(3)(B)  service” 
results  during  a  calendar  month  if  dining 
that  month  the  participant  completes  40 
or  more  hours  of  service,  as  defined  in 
29  CFR  2530.200b-2(a)(l),  in  certain 
types  of  employment.  The  cited  portion 
of  the  regulation  defining  hour  of  service 
refers  only  to  hours  “for  which  an 
employee  is  paid,  or  entitled  to  payment. 


for  the  performance  of  duties  for  the 
employer.” 

Commentators  have  suggested  that 
administrative  problems  could  arise  in 
this  connection  in  some  cases  where  the 
participant  receives  payment  from  the 
employer  other  than  for  the  performance 
of  duties.  For  example,  the  participant 
might  not  have  worked  40  hours,  but 
nevertheless  might  have  received  pay 
for  sick  leave  or  vacation  fit)m  the 
employer  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  the 
amount  payable  for  40  hours  of  work. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  has  been 
argued  tht  the  periods  for  which  such 
payments  are  made  should  also  be 
counted  as  section  203(a)(3)(B)  service: 
to  preclude  the  possibility  Aat  a 
participant  might  become  entitled  to 
receive  pension  as  well  as,  e.g.,  vacation 
benefits  for  the  same  period  of  time;  to 
avoid  placing  excessive  administrative 
burdens  on  plans;  and  because  the 
participant  who  recieves  such  payments 
should  still  b  considered  “employed” 
imder  the  statute.  Accordingly,  the 
Department  is  proposing  to  amend  the 
hour  of  service  definition  to  include 
situations  where  the  participant  might 
receive  compensation  other  than  for  the 
performance  of  duties. 

2.  Payroll  period  and  “period  of 
employment. "Under  the  regulation,  the 
period  to  be  examined  for  determining 
whether  a  participant  is  “employed”  is 
the  calendar  month,  and  a  participant  is 
considered  employed  in  a  month  if  he 
completes  40  or  more  hours  of  service  in 
relevant  employment.  Commentators 
have  noted  that,  while  plans  generally 
pay  benefits  monthly,  it  is  not 
uncommon  for  an  employer  to  maintain 
mechanized  payroll  systems  on  other 
than  a  calendar  month  basis.  It  appears 
that  such  an  employer  would  experience 
significant  difficulty  in  determining  the 
number  of  hours  worked  in  a  calendar 
month,  and  that,  because  of  this,  the 
plan  also  would  face  increased 
administrative  problems.  The 
Department  believes  that  some  greater 
flexibility  in  the  “period  of  employment” 
could  be  accomplished,  and  is  proposing 
to  amend  the  regulation  in  this  regard  to 
permit  use  of  a  four  or  five  week  payroll 
period  in  lieu  of  the  calendar  month  as 
the  period  to  be  examined. 

3.  Use  of  "equivalencies" and 
"elapsed  time" methods.  In  the 
preamble  to  the  final  regulation  (46  FR 
8894,  8897)  the  Department  noted  that 
many  commentators  urged  that  the 
regulation  permit  the  use  of  the 
“equivalencies”  or  “elapsed  time” 
methods  of  counting  hours  worked, 
described  in  Department  regulations,  for 
determining  whether  the  “40  hour  test" 
had  been  met.  The  Department  rejected 


these  suggestions  because  it  did  not 
appear  that  use  of  these  methods  would 
be  appropriate  for  determining  when 
benefits  could  be  forfeited. 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
the  administrative  costs  to  plans  which 
use  these  methods  is  significant  enough 
to  warrant  its  reconsideration  of 
possible  ways  to  allow  such  plans  to 
continue  to  use  these  methods,  without 
the  burdens  which  might  arise  if  they 
had  to  count  hours  solely  for  suspension 
purposes,  while  at  the  same  time 
safeguarding  plan  participants  against 
harsh  results.  It  appears  to  the 
Department  that  although  it  mi^t  be 
difficult  for  such  plans  (i.e.  plaM 
already  using  elapsed  time  methods  or 
equivalencies  for  other  purposes)  to 
calculate  the  actual  number  of  hours 
worked  by  a  plan  participant,  there 
should  not  be  any  significant  problem  in 
determining  the  number  of  days  few 
which  compensation  is  paid  to  the 
participant  for  any  given  period, 
particularly  in  light  of  the  fact  that  the 
Department  is  also  proposing  to  allow 
use  of  payroll  periods,  in  addition  to  the 
calendar  mondi,  for  determinating  a 
period  of  employment  under  the 
regulation.  Accordingly,  the  Department 
is  proposing  to  permit  suspension  of 
benefits  by  plans  using  equivalencies  or 
the  elapsed  time  method  for  all  odier 
purposes  when  a  participant  performs 
any  services  for  pay  for  the  employer  on 
10  or  more  days  during  a  calendar 
month  or  variant  As  discussed  above, 
plans  would  be  permitted  to  include  in 
this  calculation  those  days  fiw  which 
certain  payments  were  made  for  reasons 
other  than  the  performance  of  duties. 

4.  'X)ffset"  rules.  Paragraph  (bK3)  of 
the  regidation  permits  plans  to  deduct 
fiom  benefit  payments  to  be  made  by 
the  plan,  any  payments  previously  made 
during  months  in  which  the  participant 
was  employed  in  section  20^aK3)^) 
service,  but  limits  such  deduction  (or 
offset)  in  any  one  month  to  not  more 
than  25  percent  of  that  month’s  benefit 
payment  Paragraph  (b)(4)  of  the 
relation  proUbits  the  withholding  of 
payments  under  this  section  until  tte 
plan  gives  notice  of  the  withholding  to 
the  employee. 

Commentators  have  argued  that  plans 
might  not  know  until  the  end  of  cm 
initial  period  of  employment  whether 
the  participant  engaged  in  section 
203(a)(3)(B)  service  for  that  period,  and 
to  that  extent  the  plan  would  always  be 
in  a  position  of  having  to  go  throng  the 
add^  administrative  procedures  of  the 
offset  rules  in  order  to  fully  recapture 
amounts  it  is  entitled  to  suspend 

Tbe  Department  is  proposing  to 
address  tUs  problem  by  lifting  the  25 
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percent  limitation  with  regard  to  the 
initial  payment  to  which  &e  participant 
would  be  entitled  upon  resumption  of 
benefits  under  paragraph  (b](2]  of  the 
regulation.  Because  p€U'agraph  (b)(2) 
authorizes  a  delay  of  up  to  two  months 
between  the  time  employment  ceases 
and  the  time  benefits  must  resume,  this 
initial  payment  could  routinely  equal  as 
much  as  three  months’  benefits.  'The 
Department  believes  that  such  an 
amount  would  generally  be  sufficient  to 
cover  the  full  extent  of  a  plan’s 
“overpayments." 

E.0. 12291  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  it  is  the 
Department’s  initial  determination  that 
these  proposed  amendments  are  not  a 
“major  rule,”  as  that  term  is  used  in  the 
Order,  because  it  does  not  appear  that 
they  will  result  in:  an  annual  effect  on 
the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  a 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries, 
government  agencies  or  geographic 
regions;  or  significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation  or  on  the  ability 
of  United  States-based  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign-based  enterprises 
in  domestic  or  export  markets.  The 
Department  views  these  proposed 
amendments  as  technical  changes  which 
would,  if  adopted,  increase  options 
available  to  plans  imder  the  suspension 
of  benefits  regulation,  and  facilitate  less 
costly  administration  of  suspension 
provisions,  without  themselves  imposing 
additional  costs  on  plans. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Statement 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  the  undersigned 
has  certified  that  Aese  proposed 
amendments  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  inq>act  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Statutory  Authority 

'Diese  amendments  are  proposed' for 
final  adoption  under  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  203(a)(3)(B)  and 
505  of  ERISA  (Pub.  L.  93-^,  88  Stat. 
854,  894,  29  U.S.C.  1053, 1135). 

PART  2530--RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS  FOR  MINIMUM 
STANDARDS  FOR  EMPLOYEE 
BENEFIT  PLANS 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that 
Chapter  XXV  of  Title  29  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  be  amended  by 
revising  the  heading,  paragraph  (b)  (1), 
(3)  and  the  first  sentence  of  (b)(4),  (c)(1) 
and  the  introductory  text  of  (c](2],  and 
(d)  of  §  2530.203-3  to  read  as  follows: 


§2530.203-3  Suspension  of  pension 
benefits  upon  employmenL 
*  *  *  *.  * 

(b)  Suspension  rules — (1)  General 
rule.  A  plan  may  provide  for  the 
permanent  witMiolding  of  an  amount 
which  does  not  exceed  the  suspendible 
amount  of  an  employee’s  accrued 
benefit  for  each  calendar  month,  or  for 
each  four  or  five  weelrpayroU  period 
ending  in  a  calendar  month,  during 
which  an  employee  is  employed  in 
“section  203(a)(3)(B)  service”  as 
described  in  §  2530.203-3(c). 
***** 

(3)  Offset  rules.  A  plan  which 
provides  for  the  permanent  withholding 
of  benefits  may  deduct  from  benefit 
payments  to  be  made  by  the  plan  any 
payments  previously  made  by  the  plan 
during  those  calendar  months  or  pay 
period  in  which  the  employee  was 
employed  in  section  203(a)(3)(B)  service. 
Provided,  that  such  deduction  or  offset 
does  not  exceed  in  any  one  month  25 
percent  of  that  month’s  total  benefit 
payment  (excluding  amounts  described 
in  paragraph  (b)(2)  of  this  section)  which 
would  have  been  due  but  for  the  offset 

(4)  Notification.  No  payment  shall  be 
witl±eld  by  a  plan  pursuant  to  this 
section  unless  the  plan  notifies  the 
employee  by  personal  delivery  or 
certified  mail  during  the  first  calendar 
month  or  payroll  period  in  which  the 
plan  witUiolds  payments  that  his 
benefits  are  suspended,*  *  * 
***** 

(c)  Section  202(aX3)(B)  Service — (1) 
Plans  other  than  multiemployer  plans. 

In  the  case  of  a  plan  other  than  a 
multiemployer  plan,  as  defined  in 
section  3(37)  of  the  Act  the  employment 
of  an  employee,  subsequent  to  the  time, 
the  payment  of  benefits  commenced  or 
would  have  commenced  if  the  employee 
had  not  remained  in  or  returned  to 
employment  results  in  section 
203(a)(3)(B)  service  during  a  calendar 
month,  or  during  a  four  or  five  week 
payroll  period  ending  in  a  calendar 
month,  if  the  employee,  in  such  month  or 
payroll  period,  (i)  completes  40  or  more 
hours  of  service  (as  defined  in  29  CFR 
2530.200b-2(a)(l)  and  including  homs  for 
which  the  employee  took,  and  is  entitled 
to  payment  for.  vacation,  holiday,  jury 
duty,  training,  or  sick  leave)  for  an 
employer  which  maintains  the  plan, 
including  employers  described  in 

§  2530.210  (d)  and  (e),  as  of  the  time  that 
the  payment  of  benefits  commenced  or 
would  have  commenced  if  the  employee 
had  not  returned  to  employment;  or  (ii) 
receives  finm  such  employer  payment 
for  the  performance  of  duties,  or 
payment  for  vacation,  holiday,  jury  duty, 
training,  or  sick  leave,  or  botL  for  each 


of  10  or  more  days  (or  separate  work 
shifts)  in  such  monA  or  payroll  period. 
Provided,  that  the  plan  does  not  for  any 
purpose  determine  or  use  the  actual 
number  of  hours  of  service  with  which 
an  employee  is  required  to  be  credited 
under  §  2530.aH)b-(2)(a). 

(2)  Multiemployer  plans.  In  the  case  of 
a  multiemployer  plan,  as  defined  in 
section  3(37)  of  the  Act,  the  employment 
of  an  employee  subsequent  to  die  time 
the  payment  of  benefits  commence  or 
would  have  commenced  if  the  employee 
had  not  remained  in  or  returned  to 
employment  results  in  section 
203(a)(3)(B)  service  during  a  calendar 
month,  or  during  a  four  or  five  week 
payroll  period  ending  in  a  calendar 
month,  if  the  employee,  in  such  month  or 
payroll  period: 

Completes  40  or  more  hours  of  service 
(as  defined  in  §  2530.200b-2(a)(l)  and 
including  hours  for  which  the  employee 
took,  and  is  entiUed  to  payment  for, 
vacation,  holiday,  jury  duty,  training,  qr 
sick  leave);  or 

Receives  payment  for  the  performance 
of  duties,  or  payment  for  vacation, 
holiday,  jury  duty,  training,  or  sick 
leave,  or  both,  fra  each  of  10  or  more 
days  (or  separate  work  shifts)  in  such 
month  or  payroll  period.  Provided,  that 
the  plan  does  not  for  any  purpose 
determine  or  use  the  actual  number  of 
hours  of  service  with  which  an 
employee  is  required  to  be  credited 
under  §  2530.200b-(2)(a);  in 
— ^An  industry  in  which  employees 
covered  by  the  plan  were  employed 
and  accrued  benefits  under  the  plan 
as  a  result  of  such  employment  at  the 
time  that  the  payment  of  benefits 
commenced  or  would  have 
commenced  if  the  employee  had  not 
remained  in  or  returned  to 
employment,  and  ^  . 

— Pi.  trade  or  craft  in  which  the 
employee  was  employed  at  any  time 
under  the  plan,  and 
— The  geographic  area  covered  by  the 
plan  at  &e  time  that  the  payment  oC 
benefits  commenced  or  would  have'^ 
commenced  if  the  employee  had  not 
remained  in  or  returned  to 
employment. 

***** 

(d)  Suspendible  amount — (1)  Life 
annuity.  In  the  case  of  benefits  payable 
periodically  on  a  monthly  basis  for  as 
long  as  a  life  (or  lives)  continues,  such 
as  a  straight  life  annuity  or  a  qualified 
joint  and  survivor  annuity,  a  plan  may 
provide  that  an  amount  not  greater  than 
the  portion  of  a  monthly  benefit 
payment  derived  ftom  employer 
contributions  may  be  withheld 
permanently  for  a  calendar  month,  or  for 
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a  four  or  flve  week  payroll  period 
ending  in  a  calendar  month,  in  which  the 
employee  is  employed  in  section 
203(a)(3)(B)  service. 

[2].Other  benefit  forms.  In  the  case  of 
benefits  payable  in  a  form  other  than  the 
form  described  in  paragraph  (d)(1)  of 
this  section,  a  plan  may  provide  for  the 
permanent  withholding  of  an  amount  of 
the  employer-derived  portion  of  benefit 
payments  for  a  calendar  month,  or  for  a 
four  or  five  week  payroll  period  ending 
in  a  calendar  month,  in  which  the 
employee  is  employed  in  section 
203(a)(3)(B)  service,  not  exceeding  the 
lesser  of  (i)  the  amoimt  of  benefits 
which  would  have  been  payable  to  the 
employee  if  he  had  been  receiving 
monthly  benefits  under  the  plan  since 
actual  retirement  based  on  a  single  life 
annuity  commencing  at  actual 
retirement  age,  or  (ii)  the  actual  amount 
paid  or  scheduled  to  be  paid  to  the 
employee  for  such  month.  Payments 
which  are  scheduled  to  be  paid  less 
frequently  than  monthly  may  be 
converted  to  monthly  payments  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph  (d)(2)(ii). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th  day 
of  August,  1981. 

Donald  L  Dotson, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Labor-Management 
Services  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25459  Filed  8-28-81: 8:45  ain| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-5-FRL  191 3>8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  State 
Implementation  Plan;  Indiana 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  to  approve, 
in  part,  a  revised  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2) 
control  strategy  for  Vigo  County, 

Indiana  as  a  revision  to  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  EPA  is  not, 
however,  proposing  any  action  today  on 
an  alternate  method  of  determining 
compliance  which  permits  the  averaging 
of  S02  emissions  over  30  days.  This 
proposed  revision  was  submitted  to  EPA 
by  the  Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control 
Board  to  meet  the  requirements  of  Part 
D  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
November  2, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Conunents  should  be  sent 
to:  Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604.  In  reply  refer  to:  File  B15. 

Copies  of  the  regulation  are  available 
for  review  at  the  above  address  and  at: 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  2922, 401  M  Street.  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460 
Air  Pollution  Control,  Vigo  County 
Health  Department,  120  S,  Seventh 
Street,  Terre  Haute,  Indiana  47807 
Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control  Division, 
1330  W.  Michigan  Street,  Indianapolis, 
Indiana  46206 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Miller,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  Air  Programs  Branch,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604,  (312)  886-^31. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  3. 1978  (43  FR  8962)  and  on 
October  5, 1978  (43  FR  45993),  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  of  section  107  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (CAA),  as  amended  in 
1977,  the  EPA  designated  certain  areas 
in  each  Region  V  State  as  not  attaining 
the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards  (NAAQS)  for  SO2.  Vigo 
County,  Indiana  was  designated  as  not 
attaining  the  primary  standard. 

Part  D  of  the  CAA,  as  added  by  the 
1977  amendments,  requires  each  State  to 
revise  its  SIP  to  meet  specific 
requirements  for  areas  designated  as 
nonattainment.  These  SIP  revisions  must 
demonstrate  attainment  of  the  primary 
NAAQS  as  expeditiously  as  practicable, 
but  for  SO2  not  later  than  December  31, 
1982.  The  requirements  for  an 
approvable  SIP  are  described  in  the 
April  4, 1979  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
20372)  and  in  supplements  dated  July  2, 
August  28,  September  17,  and  November 
23, 1979  (44  FR  38583,  50371,  53761, 
67182.) 

EPA’s  proposed  rulemaking  action 
may  take  one  of  the  following  three 
forms:  approval,  disapproval,  or 
conditional  approval.  ^A  will 
cdnditionally  approve  the  plan  if  the 
State  proposal  contains  minor 
deficiencies,  and  if  the  State  provides 
assurances  that  it  will  submit 
corrections  on  a  specified  schedule. 
Further  details  on  conditional  approval 
are  contained  in  the  July  2,  and 
November  23, 1979  Federal  Register. 

In  response  to  Part  D  of  the  CAA,  on 
June  26, 1979,  the  State  of  Indiana 
submitted  revised  SO2  control  strategies 
and  Air  Pollution  Control  Regulation  13 
(APC-13)  to  EPA.  This  submission 
included  a  control  strategy  for  Vigo 
County  that  was  developed  by  the 
Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control  Division 
and  regulations  which  were 
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promulgated  by  the  State  on  June  19. 

1979. 

While  the  State  developed  its  SOi 
plan  for  the  County,  an  industrial  task 
force  developed  its  own  control  strategy. 
The  Wabash  Valley  Environmental 
Association  (WVEA),  an  organization  of 
20  local  firms  formed  early  in  1978, 
submitted  its  county-wide  plan  to  the 
Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control  Board 
(lAPCB)  in  September  1979.  After 
reviewing  the  WVEA  plan,  the  State 
agreed  to  substitute  the  WVEA  plan  for 
the  State  plan  in  APC-13.  Consequently, 
on  October  4, 1979,  the  LAPCB  officially 
withdrew  its  control  strategy  for  Vigo 
Coimty,  including  the  portion  of  APC-13 
pertaining  to  Vigo  County.  On  January  7. 

1980,  the  State  promulgated  the  WVEA 
SO2  plan  as  the  control  strategy  for  Vigo 
County.  The  new  control  strategy 
contained  revised  emission  limitations 
for  incorporation  into  APC-13. 

On  February  11. 1980,  the  State 
submitted  its  new  SO2  control  strategy 
for  Vigo  County.  Technical  support 
materials  were  submitted  in  September 
1979,  on  December  10, 1979  and  on  May 
30, 1980.  The  September  1979  submission 
included  the  technical  rationale  for  the 
new  control  strategy  for  SOt  in  Vigo 
County.  The  later  submissions  provided 
additional  analysis  to  correct  technical 
deficiencies  in  the  initial  submission. 

The  Strategy  consists  of  a  general, 
statewide  regulation,  APC-13,  and  an 
appendix  to  the  regulation  whidi 
establishes  specific  emission  limitations 
for  certain  Vigo  County  sources,  as  well 
as  for  sources  in  other  counties.  On 
March  27, 1980,  EPA  proposed  to 
approve,  in  part,  the  generaL  statewide 
SO2  regulation  APC-13  (45  FR  20743). 
EPA  took  no  action  at  that  time  on  the 
Vigo  County  portion  of  APC-13. 

Today,  EPA  is  proposing  to  approve, 
in  part,  the  Vigo  County  portion  of  the 
SO2  strategy.  EPA  will  talce  no  action  on 
the  30-day  averaging  provision  in  the 
Vigo  County  strategy.  EPA’s  detailed 
analysis  of  the  strategy  is  contained  in 
an  EPA  technical  memorandum  dated 
August  26, 1980,  which  is  available  for 
review  at  the  above  addresses.  The 
conclusions  of  that  memorandum  are 
summarized  in  this  notice. 

The  version  of  APC-13  currently 
enforceable  as  the  federally  approved 
SIP  under  federal  law  differs  in  some 
respects  fiom  the  regulation  being 
enforced  by  Indiana.  The  measures 
proposed  for  approval  today  are  in 
addition  to  and  not  in  lieu  of  existing 
SIP  regulations.  The  present  federally 
approved  SIP  will  remain  applicable  and 
enforceable  by  EPA  until  the  regulated 
sources  comply  with  the  newly 
promulgated  and  federally  approved 
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regulation.  Failure  of  a  source  to  meet 
the  presently  existing  SIP  regulation 
may  result  in  enforcement  action 
including  assessment  of  noncompliance 
penalties.  Furthermore,  if  there  is  any 
delay  or  lapse  in  the  applicablility  or 
enforceability  of  the  new  regulation, 
because  of  a  court  order  or  for  any  other 
reason,  the  presently  existing  regulation 
will  be  applicable  and  enforceable. 

The  oidy  exception  to  this  rule  is  in 
cases  where  there  is  a  conflict  between 
the  requirements  of  the  revised 
regulation  and  the  requirements  of  the 
existing  regulation  such  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  a  source  to  comply  with 
the  current  SIP  requirements  while 
moving  toward  compliance  with  the 
revised  regulation.  The  State  may 
exempt  sources  from  compliance  with 
the  EPA  approved  regiilations  during  the 
period  when  compliance  with  the 
existing  requirements  conflict  with 
achieving  compliance  with  the  new 
requirements.  Any  exemption  granted 
will  be  reviewed  and  acted  on  by  the 
EPA  as  a  future  SIP  revision. 

The  EPA  enforceable  APC-13  for  Vigo 
County  was  promulgated  by  Indiana  on 
September  14, 1972  and  approved  by 
EPA  on  May  14, 1973  (38  FR 12698).  It  set 
SOt  emission  limitations  for  existing 
sources  in  Vigo  County  ranging  from  6.0 
to  1.2  pounds  of  SOi/MMBTU  (10.8  to 
2.16  grams/megacalorie)  depending 
upon  the  size  of  the  source.  Indiana's 
proposed  revision  to  the  SO2  strategy 
consists  of  the  following: 

(1)  All  SOi  sources  are  given  SO2 
emission  limitations  based  on  1977 
actual  fuel  diaracteristics. 

(2)  Public  Service  Indiana  will  * 
construct  a  single  taller  stack  of  137.15 
meters  (m)  (through  which  the  six 
existing  units  will  be  vented)  for  its 
Wabash  River  Power  Plant.  Also,  the 
entire  facility  is  derated  by  10%. 

(3)  ).  L  Case  will  construct  a  single 
taller  stack  of  30  m  (through  which  the 
two  existing  units  will  be  vented.) 

(4)  Anaconda  Aluminum  Co.  will 
construct  two  taller  stacks  of  30  m  to 
replace  the  two  existing  stacks  serving 
aluminum  melters  #5  and  #6. 

EPA  has  the  following  comments  on 
the  proposed  Vigo  County  control 
strategy:  First,  the  proposed  stack  height 
increased  at  Anaconda  and ).  I.  Case  are 
within  the  de  minimis  level  for  “good 
engineering  practice"  requirements 
proposed  in  the  January  12, 1979  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  2608). 

Second,  the  stack  height  increase  for 
the  PSl  Wabash  River  plant  is 
approvable  because  it  is  consistent  with 
“good  engineering  practice"  as 
calculated  by  EPA’s  proposed  stack 
height  formula  (44  FR  2608,  January  12, 
1979:  46  FR  28650,  May  28, 1981). 


Third,  the  proposed  emission 
limitations  represent  in  most  cases, 
relaxations  ftnm  the  existing  federally 
enforceable  limits  approved  May  14, 

1973.  For  these  sources,  no  extension  to 
the  existing  compliance  dates  can  be 
granted. 

Fourth,  the  short-term  modeling  was 
performed  with  RAM-urban,  the 
approved  EPA  reference  model.  The 
input  data  base  for  the  analysis 
consisted  of  the  emissions  inventory,  the 
meteorological  data,  and  the 
background  concentrations.  The 
emissions  inventory  included  all 
significant  point  sources  (greater  than  10 
tons/yr.  or  9.07  megagrams/yr.)  in  Vigo 
County.  Background  levels  were  derived 
using  all  appropriate  monitoring  data 
according  to  reference  methodology.  The 
meteorological  data  base  consisted  of 
one  full  year  of  meteorological  data 
(1975  Terre  Haute/Peoria).  EPA 
modeling  guidelines  and  policy  require 
the  use  of  five  years  of  representative 
National  Weather  Service  (NWS)  data 
or  at  least  one  year  of  on-site  data, 
whenever  available.  If  neither  five  years 
of  NWS  data  nor  at  least  one  year  of  on¬ 
site  data  are  available,  then  all 
available  data  should  be  used.  At  the 
time  that  the  Vigo  County  strategy  was 
developed,  only  one  year  of 
meteorological  data  was  available  for 
use.  Because  the  strategy  was  developed 
prior  to  EPA’s  policy  requiring  five  years 
of  meteorological  data,  EPA  is  not 
requiring  the  State  to  remodel  using  five 
years  of  meteorological  data.  However, 
in  all  future  modeling  of  the  County  five 
years  of  data  must  be  employed  since 
five  years  of  Terre  Haute  data  are  now 
available. 

Fifth,  the  modeling  adequately 
demonstrated  that  the  proposed  strategy 
will  ensure  attainment  of  the  NAAQS. 
The  short-term  analysis  predicted 
highest  second-high  concentrations  of 
362  ug/m^  (24-hour  average)  and  1024 
ug/m^  (3  hour  average).  The  annual 
analysis  predicted  a  high  annual  impact 
of  74  ug/m\  These  values,  all  less  than 
the  appropriate  ambient  standards, 
show  that  the  proposed  strategy  will 
protect  the  standards. 

Sixth,  although  the  strategy  ensures 
attainment  of  the  NAAQS,  no  increment 
for  growth  was  provided  for  in  the 
modeling.  The  State  intends  to  rely  on 
its  permit  program  for  both  existing  and 
new /modified  sources  to  maintain  the 
ambient  standards.  EPA  proposed  to 
conditionally  approve  Indiana's  Part  D 
permit  program  in  the  March  27, 1980 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  20432).  EPA  has 
recently  taken  final  action  on 
conditionally  approving  Indiana's  permit 
program  in  die  Federal  Register. 


Finally,  the  strategy  contains  three 
possible  compliance  determination 
methods: 

(1)  A  stack  test  in  accordance  with  40 
Cro  Part  60,  Appendix  A,  Method  6; 

(2)  Averaging  emissions  over  a  30-day 
period;  and 

(3)  Other  methods  as  approved  by  the 
Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control  Board. 

These  three  compliance  methods  are 
contained  in  the  portion  of  1979  APC-13 
which  is  applicable  statewide.  In  the 
March  27, 1980  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  EPA  proposed  to 
conditionally  approve  the  statewide 
portion  of  Indiana's  1979  APC-13,  except 
for  the  provision  which  allows  SO2 
emissions  to  be  averaged  over  a  30-day 
period,  for  all  areas  of  the  State  except 
Vigo  County.  EPA  has  since  initiated  a 
review  of  its  policies  and  procedures  for 
regulating  coal-fired  power  plants 
(February  14, 1980,  45  FR  9994).  As  part 
of  this  review,  the  Agency  is 
investigating  methods  that  use  longer 
averaging  times  and  at  the  same  time 
insure  the  protection  of  the  NAAQS. 

EPA  will  propose  rulemaking  on  the  30- 
day  averaging  provision  contained  in 
the  statewide  regulation,  APC-13  (1979), 
upon  completion  of  this  review  and, 
therefore,  is  taking  no  action  today  on 
30-day  averaging  as  it  applies  to  Vigo 
County.  Additionally,  all  alternative 
compliance  methods  approved  by  the 
lAPCB  must  be  submitted  to  EPA  as 
revisions  to  the  SIP. 

Taking  no  action  on  the  30-day  ^ 
averaging  and  requiring  submittal  of 
alternative  lAPCB  approved  compliance 
methods  will  not  affect  approvability  of 
the  Vigo  County  strategy  as  a  whole, 
because  1979  APC-13  contains  an 
approvable  compliance  method,  stack 
testing  in  accordance  with  40  CFR  Part 
60,  Appendix  A,  Method  6.  Final  action 
on  all  provisions,  except  30-day 
averaging,  which  are  contained  in  the 
overall  SO2  portion  of  the  SIP  and  which 
were  proposed  in  the  March  27, 1980 
notice,  will  be  announced  in  a  Federal 
Register  notice  in  the  near  future. 

Conclusion 

Based  on  its  review,  EPA  proposes  to 
approve,  in  part,  the  revised  Vigo 
County  SO2  strategy  as  a  revision  to  the 
SIP.  EPA  proposes  that  the  compliance 
dates  contained  in  the  current  federally 
approved  APC-13  (May  14, 1973)  will 
apply  to  those  sources  for  which  the 
revised  SO2  strategy  contains  less 
stringent  emission  limitations.  In  those 
cases  where  the  revised  SO2  strategy 
requires  more  stringent  emission 
limitations,  the  compliance  timetables 
listed  in  Section  7  of  1980  APC-13  are 
proposed  for  approval  in  Vigo  County. 
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Section  7  requires  final  compliance  by 
December  31, 1981.  EPA  is  taking  no 
action  on  30-day  averaging.  EPA  solicits 
comments  from  all  interested  parties  on 
the  regulatory  action  proposed  above. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Administrator  has  certified 
on  January  27, 1981  (46  FR  8709)  that 
approval  of  SIPs  under  Section  110  of 
the  Act  would  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  This  action 
only  proposes  to  approve  a  State  action 
under  Section  110  of  the  Act  and, 
therefore,  imposes  no  new  requirements, 
if  promulgated,  beyond  these  which  the 
State  has  already  imposed. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and,  therefore,  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  regulation,  if  promulgated, 
will  not  be  “major”  as  deHned  by 
Executive  Order  12291,  because  this 
action  only  approves  a  State  action  and, 
therefore,  imposes  no  new  requirements 
beyond  those  which  the  State  has 
already  imposed. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

This  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
110, 172,  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended. 

Dated:  July  22, 1981. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkus, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator, 

|FR  Doc  81-25419  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-3S-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
SO  CFR  Part  14 

Excepting  Taxidermists  From  the 
import/Export  License  Requirement 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent. 

summary:  The  Service  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  the  import/export  license 
requirement  found  at  50  CFR  14.91 
which  would  except  taxidermists  from 
the  license  requirement.  Taxidermists 
who  engage  in  business  as  importers  or 
exporters  of  wildlife  and  who  do  not 
already  qualify  for  an  exception  to  the 
license  requirement  would  be  affected 
by  such  an  amendment.  The  Service  is 
soliciting  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  on  this  change.  The  Service  is 
also  requesting  information  on 


environmental  and  economic  impacts, 
and  effects  on  small  entities  that  would 
result,  as  well  as  similar  information  on 
any  suggested  alternatives  to  the 
contemplated  cheuige. 
dates:  Comments  on  this  notice  must  be 
received  by  October  1, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to  Director  (LE),  Fish  and  Wildlife,  P.O. 
Box  28006,  Washington,  D.C.  20005,  or 
delivered  weekdays  to  the  Division  of 
Law  Enforcement,  Fish  and  WildUfe 
Service,  3rd  Floor,  1375  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005,  between  7:45 

а. m.  and  4:15  p.m.  Comments  should 
bear  the  identifying  notation  REG  14-02- 

б.  All  materials  received  may  also  be 
inspected  weekdays  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Service’s  Division 
of  Law  Enforcement,  3rd  Floor,  1375  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  T.  Webb,  Branch  of  Investigations, 
Division  of  Law  Enforcement,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  P.O.  Box  28006,  Washington, 

D.C.  20005,  telephone:  (202)  343-9242. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

Background 

On  August  25, 1980  (45  FR  56668),  the 
Service  published  ffnal  rules  revising  50 
CFR  Part  14  (Importation,  Exportation, 
and  Transportation  of  Wildlife)  to 
implement  provisions  of  a  number  of 
wildlife  laws  enforced  by  the  Service. 

As  part  of  that  rulemaking  and  under 
authority  of  section  9(d)  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  [16 
U.S.C.  1538(d)),  an  import/ export  license 
requirement  was  imposed  on  any  person 
who  engages  in  business  as  an  importer 
or  exporter  of  fish  or  wildlife  unless  that 
person  imports  or  exports  certain 
excepted  wildlife  or  foils  within  one  of 
the  categories  of  persons  excepted  from 
the  requirement  by  the  rules.  The  license 
requirement  went  into  effect  January  1, 
1981. 

Licensees  must:  (1)  Pay  $50  for  a 
license,  (2)  keep  certain  records  and 
retain  them  for  five  years,  (3)  allow  the 
Service  to  inspect  records  and 
inventories  of  imported  wildlife,  and  (4) 
file  any  requested  reports.  Certain 
persons  excepted  from  the  license 
requirement  by  50  CFR  14.92(b]  must 
still:  (1)  Keep  records  which  folly  and  ' 
correctly  disclose  each  importation  or 
exportation  of  wildlife  by  them,  (2)  keep 
records  which  fully  and  carefully 
disclose  the  subsequent  disposition  by 
them  of  the  import^  or  exported 
wildlife,  and  (3)  allow  the  Sendee  to 
inspect  record  and  inventories  of 
imported  wildlife. 

Before  the  effective  date  of  the  Hcense 
requirement,  however,  the  Service 


received  considerable  comment  diat  the 
requirement  would  impose 
disproportionately  burdensome 
demands  on  small  entities,  partkulaiiy 
small  businesses  and  individnals  who 
only  occasionally  import  or  export 
wildlife  for  gain  or  profit  Thet^ore,  on 
December  31. 1980  (45  FR  86496)  the 
Service  published  a  final  rule,  effective 
immediately,  which  excepted  any 
person  from  the  license  requirement  if 
the  value  of  the  wildlife  diat  person 
imports  and  exports  during  a  calendar 
year  totals  less  than  $25,000  [as  declared 
on  the  Declaration  for  Importation  or 
Exportation  of  Fish  or  Wildlife  (Form  9- 
177)J.  This  exception  now  appears  in 
§  14.92[bJ(6). 

Why  Is  the  Service  Considering  This 
change? 

While  the  Service’s  most  recent 
exception  to  the  license  requirement 
satisfied  virtually  all  of  those  who 
objected  to  the  requiremenL  it  also 
created  confusion  for  taxidermists. 

Under  50  CFR  14.91(c)(5).  taxidermists 
importing  or  export^  wildlife  in 
connection  with  the  mounting, 
processing,  or  storage  of  trophies  or 
specimens  are  required  to  obtain  an 
import/export  license.  The  $254X)0 
exception  to  the  license  requirement 
noted  above,  which  the  Sendee  believes 
includes  almost  all  taxidermists,  has  left 
some  questioning  whether  they  qualify. 
The  Service  has  been  asked  what  valoe 
should  be  declared  on  the  Form  3-177  to 
determine  whether  Ae  $25AX)  limit  has 
been  exceeded  during  a  calendar  jrear. 
Should  Ae  wildlife’s  value  be  declared 
as  Ae  value  to  its  owner,  replacement 
cost,  insured  value,  the  cost  of  services 
performed  or  to  be  performed,  or  the 
value  declared  to  Ae  U.S.  Customs 
Service  (which  generally  is  stated  as  “no 
commercial  value”)?  To  eliminate  this 
ambiguity,  under  50  CFR  14  J2(b)  the 
Service  would  except  from  the  Ucense 
requirement  all  taxidermists  who  are 
now  required  to  obtain  a  license  under 
50  CFR  14.91(c)(5).  A  taxidmniist  who 
imports  or  exports  wildlife  m  connectioo 
wiA  Ae  mounting,  processing,  or 
storage  of  trophies  or  specimens  would 
not  be  requir^  to  obtam  a  license, 
unless  Aat  taxidermist  also  engages  in  a 
business  activity  identified  m  1 14.91(c) 
for  which  a  license  is  required,  sudi  as 
importing  or  exporting  wildlife  products 
for  sale,  and  does  not  qualify  for  Ae 
$25,000  exception  to  Ae  license 
requirement 

Public  Comments  Invited 

The  policy  of  Ae  Department  of  the 
Interior  is,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  Ae  public  an  opportuaify  to 
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participate  in  the  rulemaking  process. 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  this  notice,  before  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is  issued. 
These  comments  and  any  additional 
information  received  will  be  considered 
by  the  Department  in  adopting  a 
proposed  rule.  Also,  the  Service  is 
requesting  information  on 
environmental  and  economic  impacts, 
as  well  as  any  effects  on  small  entities 
(including  small  business,  small 
organizations,  and  small  governmental 
jurisdictions)  that  would  result  ffom  the 
change  outlined  above.  Similar 
information  on  possible  alternatives  to 
the  change  is  also  requested.  This 
information  will  aid  die  Service  in 
complying  with  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 
Executive  Order  12291  entitled  “Federal 
Regulation,"  and  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

The  primary  author  of  this  notice  is 
John  T.  Webb,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

Date:  August  20, 1981. 

G.  Ray  Arnett, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and 
Parks. 

(FR  Doc.  81-2S461  Filed  8-31-Sl;  845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S5-M 


50  CFR  Parts  32  and  33 

Proposed  Addition  of  Fourteen 
National  Wiidiife  Refuges  to  the  List  of 
Open  Areas;  Migratory  Bird  Hunting, 
Upiand  Game  Hunting,  and  Big  Game 
Hunting,  and  Sport  Fishing 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
proposes  to  add  a  number  of  refuges  to 
the  lists  of  open  areas  for  migratory  bird 
hunting;  upland  game  hunting;  big  game 
hunting  and  sport  fishing.  The  Director 
has  received  information  that  this  action 
would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  all  applicable  laws,  would 
be  compatible  with  the  principles  of 
sound  wildlife  management,  would 
otherwise  be  in  the  public  interest,  and 
that  such  uses  are  compatible  with  the 
major  purposes  for  which  each  refuge 
was  established.  The  hunting  of 
migratory  birds,  upland  game,  big  game, 
and  sport  fishing,  subject  to  annual 
special  regulations,  will  provide 
additional  public  recreational 
opportunities. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  October  1, 1961. 


ADDRESS:  Comments  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Director  (FES/RF),  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  C.  Reffalt,  Division  of  Refuge 
Management,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20240; 
Telephone  202-343-4791. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Ronald 
L  Fowler  is  the  primary  author  of  this 
proposed  rulemaking.  National  Wildlife 
refuges  are  closed  to  hunting  until 
officially  opened  by  rulemaldng.  The 
Director  may  open  refuge  areas  to 
hunting  upon  a  determination  that  such 
uses  are  compatible  with  the  major 
purposes  for  which  such  areas  were 
established  and  that  funds  are  available 
for  development,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  permitted  forms  of 
recreation.  This  action  would  be  in 
accordance  with  provisions  of  all  laws 
applicable  to  the  areas,  would  be 
compatible  with  the  principles  of  sound 
wildlife  management,  and  would 
otherwise  be  in  the  public  interest.  It  is 
the  purpose  of  this  proposed  rulemaking 
to  seek  input  regeurding  the  opening  of 
the  above  cited  refuges  to  the  hunting  of 
migratory  birds,  upland  game,  big  game, 
and  sport  fishing. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
section  102(2](C]  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42 
U.S.C.  4332(2)[C),  environmental 
assessments  have  been  prepared  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  at  Room  2341,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  or  by  mail, 
addressing  die  Director  at  the  address 
above.  The  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  is  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  process. 
Accordingly,  interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments,  suggestion,  or 
objections,  regarding  the  proposal.  All 
relevant  comments  will  be  considered 
by  the  Department  prior  to  issuance  of  a 
final  rule. 

Note.— The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
“major  rule”  within  the  meaning  of  Executive 
Order  12291  (46  FR 13193]  and  that  the 
hilemaking  would  not  have  a  “significant 
economic  effect  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96-354), 
and  43  CFR  14. 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
SO  CFR  Parts  32  and  33  by  the  addition 
of  Overflow  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
Upper  Ouachita  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Mathews  Brake  National 


Wildlife  Refuge,  Morgan  Brake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Panther  Swamp 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Lamesteer 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Cedar  Island 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mackay 
Island  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Lake 
Zahl  NWR,  Lower  Hatchie  National 
Wildlife  Refuge',  Tennessee  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  McFaddin  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  Seedskadee 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  in  §§  33.11, 
32.21,  32.31  and  33.5  as  follows: 

• 

§  32.11  List  of  open  areas;  migratory 
game  birds. 

***** 

Arkansas 

***** 

Overflow  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Louisiana 

Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

MississipiH 

*  *  *  *  * 

Mathews  Brake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

***** 

Montana 

***** 

Lamesteer  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

North  Carolina 

Cedar  Island  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Tennessee 

Lower  Hatchie  NationafWildlife  Refuge 
***** 

§  32.21  List  of  open  areas;  upiand  game. 
***** 

Arkansas 

***** 

Overflow  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

***** 

Louisiana 

Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
*  *  *  *  • 

Mississipid 

***** 

Mathews  Brake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

***** 

Montana 

***** 
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Lamesteer  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
*  *  *  *  « 

Tennessee 

*  «  *  *  « 

Lower  Hatchie  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

§  32.31  List  of  open  areas;  big  game. 
***** 

Arkansas 

***** 

Overflow  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Louisiana 

Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge 


Mississippi 

***** 

Mathews  Brake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

***** 

Montana 

***** 

Lamesteer  National  Wildlife  Refuge 


North  Carolina 

Mackay  Island  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

North  Dakota 
***** 

Lake  Zahl  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Tennessee 

*  **  *  *  *  * 

Lower  Hatchie  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

§  33.4  List  of  open  areas;  sport  fishing. 
***** 

Louisiana 

Bogue  Chitto  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Upper  Ouachita  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

***** 

Mississippi 

*  *  *  *  ^  * 

Mathews  Brake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 


Morgan  Brake  National  Wildlife  Refiige 

***** 

Panther  Swamp  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

***** 

Tennessee 

***** 

Lower  Hatchie  National  Wildlife  Refiige 
***** 

Tennessee  National  Wildlife  Refiige 
***** 

Texas 

***** 

McFaddin  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

Wyoming 

***** 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
***** 

(16  U.S.C  460k  668dd) 

Dated:  August  11, 1981. 

G.  Ray  AmetL 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and 
Parks. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25420  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  aa| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

1981  ExA-a  Long  Staple  Cotton, 

Penalty  Rate;  Determination 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 

action:  Notice  of  determination  of  1981 
extra  long  staple  cotton  penalty  rate. 

summary:  This  notice  of  determination 
announces  the  rate  of  penalty  for 
exceeding  the  farm  marketing  quota 
applicable  to  the  1981  crop  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton  as  prescribed  by  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  J.  Riley,  Production  Adjustment 
Division,  ASCS,  USDA,  3644  South 
Building,  P.O.  2415,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013  (202)  447-7633. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
program  title  and  number  from  the 
“Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance”  is  Cotton  Production 
Stabilization,  10.052.  This  notice  of 
determination  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  required  by  Executive 
Order  12291  and  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1512-1,  and  has  been 
classiHed  not  “major.”  It  has  been 
determined  that  these  program 
provisions  will  not  result  in  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or 
more.  This  action  will  not  have  a 
signiHcant  impact  specifically  on  area 
and  community  development.  Therefore, 
review  as  established  by  0MB  Circular 
A-95  was  not  used  to  assure  that  units 
of  local  government  are  informed  of  this 
action. 

Section  347(c]  of  the  Argicultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
specifies  that  the  rate  of  penalty 
prescribed  in  section  346  of  the  1938  Act 
for  exceeding  the  farm  marketing  quota 


with  respect  to  each  crop  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton  shall  be  the  higher  of  50 
percent  of  the  parity  price  or  50  percent 
of  the  support  price  for  extra  long  staple 
cotton  as  of  June  15  of  the  calendar  year 
in  which  the  crop  is  produced.  The 
parity  price  for  extra  long  staple  cotton 
as  of  June  15  as  determined  by  the  Crop 
Reporting  Board  of  the  Economics  and 
Statistics  Service  of  USDA  and 
published  in  “Agricultural  Prices”  dated 
May  30, 1981,  was  191  cents  per  pound 
and  the  extra  long  staple  cotton  loan 
rate  applicable  for  the  1981  crop  is  99 
cents  per  pound.  Accordingly,  die 
Administrator  has  determined  the  1981 
ELS  cotton  penalty  rate  to  be  95.5  cents 
per  pound.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  this  determination. 

Since  the  penalty  rate  for  the  1981 
crop  of  ELS  merely  reflects 
mathematical  computations  set  forth  by 
statute  and  no  administrative 
decisionmaking  is  prescribed,  it  is 
hereby  detemined  that  no  public 
rulemaking  is  required  with  respect  to 
announcement  of  this  determination  of 
the  penalty  rate. 

Determination 

The  1981  ELS  cotton  penalty  rate  is 
95.5  cents  per  pound. 

(Secs.  346,  347,  373,  375,  63  Stat.  674,  as 
amended,  63  Stat.  675,  as  amended,  63  Stat. 
675,  as  amended,  52  Stat.  65, 66,  as  amended, 
7  U.S.C.  1346, 1347, 1373, 1375)  s 
Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  24, 
1981. 

Everett  Rank, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and^ 
Conservation  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25312  Filed  6-31-81;  8:45  am] 
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Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Determining  Eligibility  for  Free  and 
Reduced  Price  Meals  and  Free  Milk  in 
Schools;  Income  Eligibility  Guidelines 

agency:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Notice. _ 

summary:  As  required  by  section  803  of 
the  Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981, 
the  Department  announces  new  Income 
Eligibility  Guidelines  to  be  used  by 
schools  participating  in  the  National 
School  Lunch,  School  Breakfast,  and 
Special  Milk  Programs,  and  commodity 
only  schools  in  determining  a  child’s 


eligibility  for  free  and  reduced  price 
meals  or  free  milk.  'The  new  guidelines 
also  apply  to  independent  centers  and 
sponsoring  organizations  of  centers 
which  participate  in  the  Child  Care  Food 
Program  (7  CFR  Part  226).  These  new 
guidelines  are  based  directly  on  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
guidelines  and  are  not  adjusted  by  the 
Department  to  reflect  recent  changes  in 
the  consumer  price  index.  ’The  eligibility 
limits  for  free  meals  are  130  percent  of 
OMB’s  income  poverty  guidelines  and 
the  eligibility  limits  for  reduced  price 
meals  are  185  percent  of  the  OKffi’s 
income  poverty  guidelines.  These 
guidelines  are  intended  to  direct 
benefits  to  those  most  in  need  and  will 
affect  the  eligibility  of  some  children  for 
free  and  reduced  price  meals  and  free 
milk.  These  guidelines  are  required  by 
the  Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  (Pub.  L. 
97-35)  to  be  effective  immediately. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  13, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  C.  O’Doimell,  Acting  Branch 
Chief,  Policy  and  Program  Development 
Branch,  School  Programs'Division, 
USDA,  FNS,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-9069. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  'This 
notice  has  been  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
classified  as  "not  major”.  This  notice 
will  not  have  an  annual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million,  will  not  cause 
a  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices,  and 
will  not  have  a  signiflcant  economic 
impact  on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation  or 
on  the  ability  of  U.S.  enterprises  to 
compete.  This  notice  announces  the 
revised  Income  Eligibility  Guidelines 
that  schools  participating  in  the 
National  School  Lunch  and  Breakfast 
Programs,  the  Special  Milk  Program  and 
commodity  only  schools  will  use  to 
determine  a  child’s  eligibility  for  free 
and  reduced  price  meals  and  free  milk. 

Because  the  Omnibus  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1981  requires  these  guidelines  to 
become  effective  upon  enactment,  it  is 
impracticable  for  the  Department  to 
follow  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
Executive  Order  12291.  As  provided  by 
section  8(a)  of  that  order,  the  Director  of 
OMB  has  been  notified  of  this 
circumstance. 

This  notice  has  been  reviewed  with 
regard  to  the  requirements  of  Pub.  L  96- 
354.  G.  William  Hoagland, 
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Administrator  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service,  has  certified  that  this  action 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

Income  Eligibility  Levels 

The  Department  requires  schools  and 
institutions  which  charge  for  meals  and 
milk  separately  from  o Aer  fees  to  serve 
free  meals  and,  where  applicable  and  at 
the  option  of  the  School  Food  Authority,  - 
free  milk  to  all  children  &om  any  family 
whose  income  is  at  or  below  130  percent 
of  the  poverty  level  for  that  family’s 
size,  liie  Department  also  requires 
schools  and  institutions  which  charge 
for  meals  separately  firom  other  fees  to 
serve  reduced  price  meals  to  all  children 
from  any  family  whose  income  is  more 
than  130  percent  of  the  poverty  level  for 
that  family’s  size  but  at  or  below  185 
percent  of  the  poverty  level.  These 
guidelines  are  required  by  Section  803  of 
the  Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981. 

Definition  of  Income 

“Income,”  as  the  term  is  used  in  this 
notice,  is  similar  to  that  defined  in  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  report, 
“Characteristics  of  the  Low-Income 
Population:  1971,”  Current  Population 


Reports,  series  P-60,  No.  86,  December 
1972.  “Income”  means  income  before 
deductions  for  income  taxes,  employees’ 
social  security  taxes,  insurance 
premiums,  bonds,  etc.  It  includes  the 
following:  (1]  Monetary  compensation 
for  services,  including  wages,  salary 
commissions  or  fees;  (2)  net  income  finm 
nonfarm  self-employment;  (3)  net 
income  from  farm  self-employment;  (4) 
social  security;  (5)  dividends  or  interest 
on  savings  or  bonds,  income  from 
estates  or  trusts,  or  net  rental  income: 

(6)  public  assistance  or  welfare 
payments;  (7)  unemployment 
compensation:  (8)  Government  civilian 
employee,  or  military  retirement,  or 
pensions  or  veterans’  payments;  (9) 
private  pensions  or  annuities;  (10) 
alimony  or  child  support  payments;  (11) 
regular  contributions  from  persons  not 
living  in  the  households;  (12)  net 
royalties;  and  (13)  other  cash  income. 
Odier  cash  income  would  include  cash 
amoimts  received  or  withdrawn  from 
any  source  including  savings, 
investments,  trust  accounts,  and  other 
resources  which  would  be  available  to 
pay  the  price  of  a  child’s  meal. 

“Income,”  as  the  term  is  used  in  this 
notice,  does  not  include  any  incon^  or 
benefits  received  under  any  Federal 

Income  Eligibility  Guidelines 

[Effective  from  August  13, 1961  to  June  30, 1962] 


program  which  are  excluded  from 
consideration  as  income  by  any 
legislative  prohibition,  for  example, 
income  received  by  volunteers  for 
services  performed  in  the  National 
Older  Americans  Volunteer  Program  as 
stipulated  in  the  Domestic  Volunteer 
Service  Acts  of  1973,  Pub.  L  93-113. 

Title  IV.  c  418  (87  StaL  413. 42  U.S.C 
5058).  Furthermore,  the  value  of 
assistance  to  children  or  their  families 
shall  not  be  considered  as  income  if 
prohibited  by  the  authorizing  legislation, 
e.g.,  the  National  School  Lunch  Act,  the 
Child  Nutrition  Act  of  1966,  and  the 
Food  Stamp  Act  of  1977. 

A  School  Food  Authority  or  institutioo 
shall  consider  the  household’s  current 
rate  of  income  at  the  time  the 
application  is  submitted  to  determine 
eli^bility  for  fiee  and  reduced  price 
meals  and  free  milk.  Hardship 
deductions  firom  a  household’s  income 
shall  no  longer  be  allowed  in  the 
determination  of  eligibility. 

New  Guidelines 

The  following  are  the  new  Income 
Eligibility  Guidelines  to  be  effective 
until  June  30, 1982. 


Family  size 


0MB 

nonfarm 

pove^ 

guideiines 


Yearly 


130  percent  free  lunches 


165  paraaiM  RP  luntfiae 


Monthly  Weekly  Yearly  Monthly  Weekly  Yearty  MoiMy 


46  States,  District  of  Columbia,  Territories  Exdudmg  Guam 


Hawaii  and  Guam 
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1758) 

Dated:  August  24, 1981. 

G.  William  Hoagland, 

Administrator,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service. 

FR  Doc.  81-25121  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  ami 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Fall  River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.;  Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and 
procedures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin 
20-22,  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities],  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  the 
approximate  amount  of  $130,000  to  Fall 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  and  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits 

Filed  under  subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s  procedural  regulations;  Week  ended  August  21,  1981. 

Subpart  Q  Af^licatkins 

The  due  date  for  answers,  conforming  application,  or  motions  to  modify  scope  are  set  forth  below  for  each  application. 
Following  the  answer  period  the  Board  may  process  the  application  by  expedited  procedures.  Such  procedures  may  consist  of 
the  adoption  of  a  show-cause  order,  a  tentative  order,  or  in  appropriate  cases  a  final  order  without  further  procedings. 

Date  filed  Description 

39928  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  66100,  Chicago,  liUnois  60666. 

Application  of  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations  requests 
ametKlment  of  its  certificale  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for  Route  t  to  add  the  points  Louisville,  Kentucky  and  Syracuse, 
New  York. 

Conforming  Applications,  mokone  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  bb  filed  by  September  14,  1981. 

39935  Action  Air  Cargo  Corporation,  c/o  Stephen  A.  Alterman,  Haffer  &  Alterman,  1730  Rhode  Island  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  20036. 
Application  of  Action  Air  Cargo  Corporation  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  A£t  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations, 
requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  to  provide  scheduled,  large  aircraft  service  between  and  among  the 
following  points:  Miami,  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Bo^ta  Baranquilla,  Bucaramanga  and  Cartangena,  Columbia,  on  the  other 
hand. 

Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  September  15,  1981. 

39942  The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  7401  World  Way  WesL  P.O.  Box  92935,  Los  Angeles,  California  90009.  Application  of  The  Flying  Tiger  Line 
Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulatons,  requests  authority  to  provide  foreign 
air  transportation  of  property  and  mail  on  a  . permissive  basis:  betweerr a  point  or  points  in  the  United  States,  and  a  point  or  points  in 
Argentina,  Brazil,  Colombia,  the  Dominican  Republic  Peru  and  Venezuela:  and  to  tremsport  one  or  more  attendants  with  any 
shipment:  subject  to  such  terms,  condikons,  arid  limitations  as  the  Board  may  find  consistent  with  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  September  16,  1981 . 

39949  Global  International  Ainways  Corp.,  Ambassador  1,  Air  World  Center,  10920  Ambassador  Drive,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64153. 
Conforming  Application  of  Global  International  Airways  Corp  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's 
Procedural  Regulations  requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  authorizing  it  to  engage  in  foreign  air 
transportation  in  the  United  States  and.  points  within  Argentina,  Brazil,  the  Dominican  Republic,  Peru  arxl  Haiti..  Answers  may  be  filed 
by  September  4,  1981 . 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary.  _  _ 

|FR  Doc.  81-25493  Filed  8-31-81:  8:45  am) 
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Aug.  17,  1981. _ 


Aug.  18,  1981. 


Aug.  19,  1981. 


Aug.  21,  1981 . . . . . 


River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Ashton,  Idaho.  These  loan  funds  will  be 
used  to  finance  front-end  studies  of  a 
proposed  hydroelectric  generation  '' 
facility  having  a  nameplate  rating  of  6.5 
MW.  This  facility  if  feasible  will  be 
installed  at  the  existing  Island  Park  Dam 
on  Henry’s  Fork  River  in  Fremont 
County,  Idaho. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding,  and 
servicing  the  loan  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  may  obtain  information  on 
the  proposed  project,  including  the 
proposed  schedule  for  the  advance?  to 
the  borrower  of  the  guaranteed  loan 
funds  fi'om  Mr.  Calvin  Wickham, 
Manager,  Fall  River  Riual  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  Box  617,  Ashton, 

Idaho  83420. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  October 
1, 1981  to  Mr.  Wickham.  The  right  is 
reserved  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  other 


disposition  of  all  proposals  received  as 
Fall  River  Rural  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.  and  REA  deem  appropriate. 
Prospective  lenders  are  advised  that  the 
guaranteed  financing  for  this  project  is 
available  from  the  Federal  Financing 
Bank  imder  a  standing  agreement  with 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Office  of 
Information  and  Public  Afiairs,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

This  program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850  Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th  day  of 
August,  1981. 

Harold  V.  Hunter, 

A  dministrator.  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25361  Filed  8-31-81:  8:45  amj 
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[Docket  39722] 

Emergency  Air  Transportation 
Requirements 

August  26, 1981. 

By  order  81-6-86,  August  13, 1981,  we 
directed  interested  persons  to  file 
comments  on  the  exemptions  granted  in 
that  order  relating  to  the  emergency 
situation  created  by  the  PATCO  job 
disruption.  Comments  were  dueby 
September  1, 1981. 

By  this  notice,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  postpones  indefinitely  the 
deadline  for  filing  comments.  The  Board 
will  discuss  the  status  of  these  ' 
exemptions  at  its  September  3rd  open 
meeting,  and  will  set  a  new  deadline  for 
the  niing  of  conunents  at  that  time. 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25492  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  81-8-138] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Aitus  Rying 
Service,  Inc.  d.b.a.  Aitus  Airlines 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Commuter  Air  Carrier 
Fitness  Determination — Order  81-8-138, 
Order  to  Show  Cause. 

summary:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Aitus  Flying  Service,  Ine.  d.b.a. 
Aitus  Airlines  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  commuter  air  carrier  service 
under  section  419(c)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act,  as  amended,  and  that  the 
aircraft  used  in  this  service  conform  to 
applicable  safety  standards.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available, 
as  noted  below. 

DATES:  Responses:  All  interested 
persons  wishing  to  respond  to  the 
Board's  tentative  fitness  determination 
shall  serve  their  responses  on  all 
persons  listed  below  no  later  than 
September  10, 1981,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  testimony,  statistical 
data,  and  other  material  relied  upon  to 
support  the  allegations. 

ADDRESSES:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  Special 
Authorities  Division,  Room  915,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  and  with  all  persons  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Order  81-8-138. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  McCamant,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C  20428  (202)  673-5082. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

complete  text  of  Order  81-8-138  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-8-138  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  August  24, 
1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25487  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


Munz  Northern  Airlines,  Inc.;  Order 
Concerning  Mail  Rates 

Order  81-8-154,  August  25, 1981, 
Docket  38983,  makes  final  the  action 
proposed  in  Order  81-8-39  (46  FR  40780, 
August  12, 1981),  amending  paragraph  4 
of  Order  81-1-110,  which  fixed 
temporary  mail  rates  for  Munz  Northern 
Airlines,  Inc. 

Copies  of  the  order  are  available  fixim 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Distribution 
Section,  Room  516, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
Persons  outside  the  Washington 
metropolitan  area  may  send,  a  postcard 
request 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25488  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  81-»*151:  Docket  39640] 

Pan  American  World  Airways;  Show 
Cause  Order 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Order  to  Show  Cause 
(81-8-151). 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
award  air  route  authority  at  the  points 
listed  in  Appendix  A  to  Pan  American 
World  Airways  under  expedited  show- 
cause  procedures. 

The  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available  as  noted  below. 

DATES:  Objections:  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  an  order  making  final  the 
tentative  findings  and  conclusions  shall 
file,  by  September  15, 1981,  a  statement 
of  objections  together  with  a  summary 
of  the  testimony,  statistical  data,  and 
other  material  expected  to  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  stated  objections. 
Such  filings  should  be  served  upon  all 
parties  listed  below. 


ADDRESSES:  Objections  to  the  issuance 
of  a  final  order  should  be  filed  in  Docket 
39640.  They  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  on  Pan  American 
World  Airways;  the  mayor  and  aitport 
manager  of  each  city  to  which  the 
pleading  refers;  and  the  state 
aeronautical  commission  of  the  state  in 
which  such  city  is  situated. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  Stohr,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-5000. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  The 

complete  text  of  Order  81-8-151  is 
available  fiom  our  Distribution  Section. 
Room  516,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  Persons  outside  the 
metropolitan  area  may  send  a  postcard 
request  for  Order  81-8-151  to  diat 
address. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation: 
August  25, 1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Dot.  81-25468  FHed  i-31-ai:  M  aal 
BILLNIO  CODE  6320-01-M  . 


[Docket  39941] 

Texasamerican  Airways,  Inc.  Fitnass 
Investigation;  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
titled  matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
September  1, 1981,  at  10:00  ajn.  (local 
time),  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  B. 
Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  WashingtoiL 
D.C.,  before  the  undersigned. 

The  issues  in  the  proceeding  will  be 
those  prescribed  by  the  Board  in  Order 
81-8-122.  Parties  will  present  at  the 
conference  requests  for  any  evidence  in 
addition  to  that  submitted  with  the 
application  and  be  prepared  to  propose 
funder  procedural  ^tes. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  25. 
1981. 

William  A.  Kane,  Jr., 

Administrative  Law  fudge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25480  Filed  8-31-SI;  8«  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
International  Trade  Administration 

I 

Tapered  Roller  Bearings  and  Certain 
Components  Thereof  From  Japan; 
Preiiminary  Results  of  Administrative 
Review  and  Tentative  Revocation  in 
Part  of  Antidumping  Finding 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  and  Tentative 
Revocation  in  Part  of  Antidumping 
Finding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  tapered  roller 
bearings  and  certain  components 
thereof  from  Japan.  The  Department 
knows  of  five  manufacturers  and  43 
other  exporters  of  this  merchandise  to 
the  United  States.  This  review  covers 
two  of  those  manufacturers  and  38  other 
exporters  or  transshippers.  Review  of 
one  manufacturer  was  previously 
published.  Review  of  the  remaining 
firms  will  be  published  in  a  subsequent 
notice.  The  present  review,  with  one 
exception,  covers  ail  periods  not 
previously  analyzed  through  July  31, 

1980.  This  review  indicates  the  existence 
of  dumping  margins  in  particular  periods 
for  certain  manufacturers  and  exporters. 

As  a  result  of  this  review  the 
Department  has  preliminarily 
determined  to  assess  dumping  duties  for 
individual  exporters  equal  to  the 
calculated  difierences  between  United 
States  price  and  foreign  market  value  on 
each  of  their  shipments  during  the 
periods  of  review. 

Where  companies  failed  to  supply 
information  or  supplied  information  was 
inadequate  or  non-existent,  the 
Department  has  used  the  best 
information  available.  The  Department 
has  also  tentatively  determined  to 
revoke  the  finding  with  respect  to  one  of 
the  companies  reviewed.  Interested 
parties  are  invited  to  comment  on  these 
preliminary  results. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  Linnea  Bucher  or  David  R.  Chapman, 
Office  of  Compliance,  International 
Trade  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-4273). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Procedural  Background 

On  August  18, 1976,  a  dumping  finding 
with  respect  to  tapered  roller  bearings 
and  certain  components  thereof  fi'om 
Japan  was  published  in  the  Federal 


Register  as  Treasury  Decision  76-227  (41 
FR  34974-5).  On  January  1, 1980,  the 
provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  became 
effective.  Title  I  replaced  the  provisions 
of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921  (“the 
1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title  VII  to  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff  Act”).  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  antidumping  duty  law 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”).  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511- 
12)  a  notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
ac^inistrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  findings. 

As  required  by  section  751  of  the 
Tariff  Act,  the  Department  has 
conducted  an  administrative  review  of 
the  finding  on  tapered  roller  bearings 
and  certain  components  thereof  from 
Japan.  The  substantive  provisions  of  the 
1921  Act  and  the  appropriate  Customs 
Service  regulations  apply  to  all 
unliquidated  entries  made  prior  to 
January  1, 1980. 

The  Treasury  Department  published  a 
tentative  revocation  for  NTN  Toyo 
Bearing  Co.,  Ltd.  on  November  14, 1979. 
No  final  revocation  was  published  by 
the  Treasury  prior  to  January  1, 1980.  On 
February  27, 1981,  a  tentative  revocation 
was  published  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  That  final  revocation  is 
pending. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  tapered  roller  bearings,  4 
inches  or  less  in  outside  diameter  when 
assembled,  including  inner  race  or  cone 
assemblies  and  outer  races  or  cups, 
exported  to  and  sold  in  the  United 
States  either  as  a  unit  or  separately. 
Tapered  roller  bearings  are  currently 
classifiable  under  items  680.3932, 
680.3934  and  680.3938  in  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA). 

The  Department  Imows  of  a  total  of  48 
firms  engaged  in  the  manufacture  and/ 
or  export  of  Japanese  tapered  roller 
bearings  and  certain  components 
thereof  to  the  United  States.  This  review 
covers  40  of  them.  Results  for  one  firm 
have  been  published  previously  and 
results  for  the  remaining  seven  will  be 
published  shortly.  With  one  exception, 
the  review  period  covers  all  periods  not 
previously  reviewed  by  Treasury 
through  July  31, 1980.  For  Toyota  Motor 
Co.  the  review  covers  the  most  recent 
period.  Previous  periods  will  be 
examined  in  a  future  review.  The 
applicable  periods  for  each  firm  are 
indicated  under  Preliminary  Results  of 
the  Review. 


The  issue  of  the  Department’s 
obligation  to  conduct  administrative 
review  of  entries,  unliquidated  as  of 
January  1, 1980,  and  covered  by 
previously  issued  appraisement 
instructions  (“master  lists”),  is  under 
review.  Liquidation  has  been  suspended 
pending  disposition  of  the  issue. 

Four  exporters  stated  that  they  did  not 
export  tapered  roller  bearings  and 
certain  components  thereof  to  the 
United  States  during  periods  for  which 
information  was  requested.  The 
estimated  deposit  rates  for  these  firms 
will  be  the  most  recent  information  for 
each  firm. 

Fifteen  exporters  failed  to  respond  or 
provided  inadequate  responses  to  our 
questionnaire.  For  these  non-responsive 
exporters  we  proceeded  to  sue  the  best 
information  available  to  determine  the 
assessment  and  estimated  deposit  rates. 
The  best  information  available  is  the 
highest  current  rate  for  responding  firms 
with  shipments. 

One  firm,  Honda  Motor  Co.,  Ltd., 
requested  a  revocation.  There  were  no 
importations  by  Honda  at  less  than  fair 
value  from  January  1, 1977  through  July 
31, 1980  and  no  evidence  of  any  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value  since  that  time. 

United  States  Price 

In  calculating  United  States  price  the 
Department  used  purchase  price  or 
exporter’s  sales  price,  as  defined  in 
section  772  of  the  Tariff  Act  or  section 
203  or  204  of  the  1921  Act,  as 
appropriate. 

Purchase  price  was  based  either  on 
the  packed  price  to  an  unrelated 
purchaser  in  the  United  States,  or  to  an 
unrelated  Japanese  trading  company  for 
export  to  the  United  States,  as 
appropriate.  Exporter’s  sales  price  was 
based  on  the  packed  price  to  the  first 
unrelated  purchaser  in  the  United 
States.  Where  applicable,  deductions 
were  made  for  ocean  freight,  insurance, 
U.S.  and  foreign  inland  freight,  U.S. 
duty,  brokerage  charges,  inventory 
control  adjustments,  selling  expenses, 
commissions  to  unrelated  parties,  and 
terminal,  wharfage  and  handling 
charges,  in  accordance  with  §  353.10  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations.  No  other 
adjustments  were  claimed  or  allowed. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

In  calculating  foreign  market  value  the 
Department  used  home  market  price,  or 
the  price  to  purchasers  in  third  countries 
when  sufiicient  sales  did  not  exist  in  the 
home  market,  both  as  defined  in  section 
773  of  the  Tariff  Act  or  section  205  of  the 
1921  Act.  'The  foreign  market  values 
were  adjusted,  where  applicable,  for 
inland  ^ight,  insurance,  discounts,  and 
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differences  in  packing.  Adjustments 
were  also  made  for  dii^erences  in  credit 
costs,  warranties,  servicing,  advertising 
and  other  selling  expenses  to  offset  U.S. 
commissions  paid  to  unrelated  parties, 
and  exporter's  sales  price  offsets,  in 
accordance  with  §  353.15  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  and  §  153.10  of 
the  Customs  Regulations.  Claims  for 
exporter’s  sales  price  offsets  and  level 
of  trade  adjustments  were  disallowed  in 
some  cases  when  they  were  not  properly 
quantified.  No  other  adjustments  were 
claimed  or  allowed. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  comparison  of 
United  States  price  to  foreign  market 
value  we  preliminarily  determine  that 
the  following  margins  exist: 


Mfr./exporter/transshlpper 

Time  period 

Percent 

margin 

Auto  Dynamics  International  of 
Japan . 

1-79/7-80 

32.9 

Caterpillar  Mitsubishi,  Ltd . . 

4-74/12-78 

16.92 

1-79/7-80 

32.9 

Daido  Enterprising  Co . — 

1-77/4-79 

18.9 

5-79/7-80 

2.7 

Deer  Island  Industries.  Ltd  _ 

4-79/7-80 

>9.8 

Federal-Mogul  Canada.  Ltd.. 

1-80/7-80 

32.9 

Flanders  Enterprises,  Ltd.,  Hong 
Kong . 

6-74/12-77 

16.92 

1-78/7-80 

32.9 

Fuji  Heavy  Industries,  Ltd _ - _ 

7-76/7-80 

0 

Hajime  Industries,  Ltd . . 

7-76/12-76 

0 

1-77/3-78 

7 

4-78/9-78 

17 

10-78/7-80 

13.7 

1-77/2-79 

0 

3-79/7-80 

0 

Isuzu  Motors  Ltd . 

5-77/3-78 

9.6 

4-78/3-79 

9.6 

4-79/7-80 

0 

C.  Itoh  &  Co.  for  Toyo  Kogyo . 

5-77/4-76 

0 

5-78/4-79 

0 

5-79/7-80 

0 

C.  Itoh  &  Co.  for  General  Motors . 

5-77/3-78 

9.6 

4-78/3-79 

9.6 

4-79/7-80 

0 

John  Deere  Welland  Wodts, 
Canada. . 

1-76/7-80 

3^9 

KanematsuJSosho,  Ltd . . . 

4-78/7-80 

32.9 

Kawasaki  Heavy  Industries,  Ltd . 

10-77/7-80 

0 

Kobe  Steel  Co...~ . - _ 

6-74/7-80 

32.9 

6-74/7-80 

32.9 

4-78/7-80 

32.9 

Maekawa  Bearing  Mfg.  Co.,  Ltd _ 

7-76/12-76 

1.9 

1-77/3-78 

7 

4-78/9-78 

17 

10-78/7-80 

0 

Marubeni  Corp _ 

4-78/7-80 

32.9 

MC  International,  Inc . 

4-74/7-80 

0 

1-74/3.79 

16.02 

4-79/7-80 

32.9 

1-76/7-80 

32.9 

Nachi  Fujikoshi  Coip....~ _ 

4-78/7-80 

32.9 

Naniwa  Kogyo  Co.,  Ltd . - . . 

1-77/7-80 

32.9 

6-74/7-79 

16.92 

8-79/7-80 

32.9 

Niigata  Converter  Co.,  Ltd......-...—.—. 

4-78/3-79 

•0 

4-79/7-80 

0 

6-74/6-76 

0 

7-76/12-76 

0 

1-77/3-78 

0 

4-78/3-79 

0 

4-79/7-80 

0 

Nissho-lwai  Co.,  Ltd . 

4-79/7-80 

‘16.92 

Schneider  Engineering,  Ltd . 

3-78/7-80 

17 

Sumitomo  Shoji  Kaisha  (Sumitomo 

,  4-74/4-77 

3.4 

5-77/4-78 

0 

5-78/4-79 

0 

5-79/7-80 

0 

Sumitomo  Yale  Co..  Ltd — — — ... 

.  6-74/3-78 

16.92 

M9./a^Mrtir/tramshipper 

Tknapariod  ' 

PeicerN 

margin 

4-79/7-80 

32.9 

Superior  Bearing  Indusaial  Supplies, 

1-75/7-80 

32.9 

liren,  CVl,  IM . 

—  4-78/3-79 

0 

4-79/7-80 

0 

Taisei  Industries,  Ud 

7-76/12-76 

1.9 

1-77/3-78 

7 

4-78/9-78 

17 

10-78/7-80 

4.7 

Tatsumiya  Kogyo  Co.,  Ltd - 

™  1-77/7-80 

32.9 

Toyo  Kogyo  Co.,  Ltd - 

5-74/4-77 

3.4 

5-77/4-78 

0 

5-78/4-79 

0 

5-79/7-80 

0 

1-74/6-79 

16.92 

7-79/7-80 

3.6 

Toyota  Motor  Sales  Ca,  Ud - 

-,.  4-79/7-80 

0 

United  Trading  Ca,  Ltd_ . 

4-79/7-80 

<9.8 

6-74/4-79 

0 

5-79/7-80 

0 

*  No  shipments  during  period. 


As  a  result  of  our  comparison  of 
exporter’s  sales  price  to  foreign  market 
value,  we  have  concluded  that,  for  the 
period  January  1, 1977  through  July  31, 
1980,  there  were  no  sales  of  tapered 
roller  bearings  and  certain  components 
thereof  by  Honda  Motor  Co.,  Ltd.  made 
at  less  than  fair  value,  and  there  is  no 
indication  of  any  sales  at  less  than  fair 
value  since  then.  As  provided  for  in 
§  353.54(e)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations,  Honda  Motor  Co.,  Ltd.  has 
agreed  in  writing  to  an  immediate 
suspension  of  liquidation  and 
reinstatement  of  the  finding  if 
circumstances  develop  which  indicate 
that  tapered  roller  bearings  and  certain 
components  thereof  thereafter  imported 
into  the  United  States  by  Honda  Motor 
Co.,  Ltd.  are  being  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value. 

Tentative  Determination 

As  a  result  of  our  review  of  Honda 
Motor  Co.,  Ltd.  we  tentatively  determine 
to  revoke  the  finding  on  tapered  roller' 
bearings  and  certain  components 
thereof,  sold  by  Honda  Motor  Co.,  Ltd., 

«  Japan.  If  this  action  is  made  final  it  will 
apply  to  unliquidated  entries  of  this 
merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
preliminary  notice. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  these  preliminary  results 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  and  may  request 
disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  within  15 
days  of  the  date  of  publication.  Any 
request  for  an  administrative  protective 
order  must  be  made  no  later  than  5  days 
after  the  date  of  publication.  The 
Department  will  publish  the  final  results 
of  the  adminstrative  review  including 
the  results  of  its  analysis  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing. 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
dumping  duties  on  all  enties  made  with 


purchase  dates  or  eiqKitt  dates,  as 
appropriate,  during  tte  time  periods 
involved.  Individaal  different 
between  United  States  price  and  foidign 
market  value  may  vary  from  the 
percentages  stat^  above.  The 
Department  will  issue  appraisement 
instructions  separately  on  each  exporier 
directly  to  the  Customs  Service. 

Further,  as  required  by  $  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  upon  die  most  recent  of 
the  margins  cal^ated  above  shall  be 
required  on  all  shipments  of  tapered 
roller  bearings  and  certain  components 
thereof  entered  or  wididrawn  ^m 
warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  die  final 
results.  For  any  shipment  from  a  new 
exporter  not  covert  in  this 
administrative  review,  unrelated  to  any 
covered  firm,  cash  deposit  shall  be 
required  at  the  highest  rate  for 
responding  firms  with  shipment  during 
the  most  recent  period. 

Firms  for  which  review  is  still  pending 
will  be  subject  to  the  existing  bond 
requirements.  These  deposit 
requirements  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

This  administrative  review,  tentative 
revocation  in  part  and  noice  are  in 
accordance  with  sections  751(a)(1)  and 
(c)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  l^a)(l). 
(cj)  and  §§  353.53  and  353.54(e)  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFTl  353.53, 
353.54(e)). 

John  Evans, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

August  26. 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  61-25386  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3S10-25-U 


National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Approved  Interpretation  of  Federal 
Standard  COBOL  (FIPS  PUB  21>1) 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-22756,  published  at  page 
39874,  on  Wednesday.  August  5, 1981, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

1.  On  page  39874,  in  the  second 
column,  the  seventh  and  eigth  lines  read 
“Federal  Stanilard  Cobol;  Inteiptetatioa 
No.  7 — ^The  Occurs  Clause”,  they  should 
be  corrected  to  read  “Federal  Standard 
COBOL;  Interpretation  No.  7 — The 
OCCURS  Clause”. 

2.  Also  on  page  39874  in  the  third 
column,  after  the  fifth  line  of  the  COBOL 
program  ‘DEPENDING  ON  B  PICTURE 
IS  X.”  insert 
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3.  On  page  39875,  in  the  Hrst  column, 
in  the  third  paragraph,  in  the  third  line, 
“Standard-complaint”  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “Standard-compliant. 

BILLisa  CODE  1S05-01-M 


Approved  Interpretation  of  Federal 
Standard  COBOL  (FIPS  PUB  21-1) 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-22757,  published  at  page 
39875,  on  Wednesday,  August  5, 1981, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

1.  On  page  39875,  in  the  second 
column,  the  heading  should  read  as  set 
forth  above. 

2.  In  the  same  column,  in  the  Hrst 
paragraph,  in  the  seventeenth  line 
“through"  should  be  corrected  to  read 
“throughout”. 

3.  In  the  third  column,  in  the  “Issues” 
paragraph  the  excerpt  from  the  COBOL 
program,  should  read  as  follows: 

Issues:  Given  the  following  excerpt 
from  a  COBOL  program: 

I-O-CONTROL. 

SAME  SORTIN-2E,  SORTOUT-2E. 


PROCEDURE  DIVISION. 

SORT  SORTFILE-2E  ON 
ASCENDING  SORTFILE-KEY 
USING  SORTIN-2E 
OUTPUT  PROCEDURE  OUT- 
PROCEDURE. 


SORT  SOR'mLE-2E  ON 
ASCENDING  SORTHLE-KEY 
USING  SORTIN-2E 
OUTPUT  PROCEDURE 
OUTPROC. 

OUTPROC  SECTION. 

OS-1.  OPEN  OUTPUT  SORTOUT-2E. 
OUT-PROCEDURE  SECTION. 
OPS-1.  OPEN  OUTPUT  SORTIN-2E. 


BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 


Federal  Standard  COBOL  (FIPS  PUB 
21-1);  Proposed  Interpretations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-23410,  published  at  page 
40782,  on  Wednesday,  August  12, 1981, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

1.  On  page  40782,  in  the  third  column, 
the  heading  should  read  as  set  forth 
above. 

.  2.  On  page  40783,  in  the  third  column 
in  the  second  paragraph  under 


“Interpretation  No.  9”,  in  the  seventh 
line  “(“D  lines)”  should  be  corrected  to 
read  “(“D”  lines)”. 

3.  On  page  40784,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  first  paragraph,  in  the  eighth  line, 
“monitored”  should  be  corrected  to  read 
“monitor”. 

4.  Also  on  page  40784,  in  the  Brst 
column,  in  the  third  paragraph  “non 
standard”  should  be  corrected  to  read 
“non-standard”. 

5.  On  page  40784,  in  the  second 
column,  under  “Interpretation  No.  10”, 
paragraph  (a),  in  the  eighth  line  “It  is” 
should  be  corrected  to  read  “Is  it”. 

6.  Also  on  page  40784,  in  the  second 
column,  under  “Interpretation  No.  10”, 
paragraph  (c),  in  the  ninth  line, 
“syntatic”  should  be  corrected  to  read 
“syntactic”. 

BILLING  CODE  1S0S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Voluntary  Agreement  and  Plan  of 
Action  To  Implement  the  International 
Energy  Program;  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  section 
252(c)(l)(A)(i)  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (42  U.S.C.  6272), 
notice  is  hereby  provided  of  the 
following  meetings: 

I.  A  meeting  of  Subcommittee  A  of  the 
Industry  Advisory  Board  (LAB)  to  the 
International  Energy  Agency  (lEA)  will 
be  held  on  September  9, 1981,  at  the 
Houstonian  Inn,  111  North  Post  Oak 
Lane,  Houston,  Texas,  beginning  at  9:00 
a.m.  The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Opening  remarks. 

2.  Emergency  reserves  of  naphtha  and 
bunkers. 

3.  Synthetic  fuels. 

4.  Demand  restraint  (3  week  lead  time, 
etc.). 

5.  Product  allocation  to  countries  with 
insufficient  refinery  capacity. 

6.  lEA  Secretariat’s  planned  follow-up 
to  Subcommittee  A’s  survey  of  country 
data  reporting  systems. 

7.  Status  report  on  stocks-at-sea  data. 

8.  Non-emergency  data  system. 

9.  Trade  discrepancies: 

— ^Transshipment  terminals; 

— Non-reporting  by  traders  in  the 
Rhine  area. 

10.  Action  points  for  Allocation 
Systems  Test-3  (AST-3). 

11.  Allocation  Systems  Test-4  (AST- 
4)  (late  Spring  1983),  including  pricing  in 
an  emergency. 

12.  Industry  Supply  Advisory  Group 
seminar  (November/December  1981) 
arrangements. 

13.  Future  work  program  and  meeting 
schedules. 


II.  A  meeting  of  Subcommittee  C  of 
the  lAB  to  the  lEA  will  be  held  on 
September  10, 1981,  at  the  Houstonian  ' 
Inn,  111  North  Post  Oak  Lane,  Houston, 
Texas,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as  follows: 

1.  Opening  remarks. 

2.  Application  for  legal  clearances 
under  the  Treaty  of  Rome. 

3.  Status  of  U.S.  legislation  on  the  lEA 
antitrust  defense  and  of  U.S.  antitrust 
clearances. 

4.  Revision  of  Industry  Supply 
Advisory  Group/IEA  Secretariat 
Operations  Manual  Section  V. 

5.  Emergency  Management  Manual 
language  regarding  rescission  of  Type  2 
voluntary  offers. 

6.  Future  work  program. 

III.  A  meeting  of  the  lAB  to  the  lEA 
will  be  held  on  September  11, 1981,  at 
the  Houstonian  Inn,  111  North  Post  Oak 
Lane,  Houston,  Texas,  beginning  at  9:00 
a.m.  The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Opening  remarks. 

2.  Communications  to  and  from  the 
lEA  and  Reporting  Companies. 

.  3.  Matters  arising  from  the  record 
notes  of  the  lAB  meetings  of  May  14  and 
July  1, 1981. 

4.  Report  on,  and  discussion  of,  the 
July  9-10, 1981  meeting  of  the  lEA 
Governing  Board  with  lAB  member 
companies. 

5.  Report  by  the  lEA  Secretariat  on, 
and  discussion  of,  the  world-wide 
supply  situation  following  July /August 
Questionnaire  B'submissions,  and  the 
outlook  for  future  months. 

6.  U.S.  Plan  of  Action.  __ 

7.  Subcommittee  A  report,  including: 

A.  Emergency  reserves  of  naphtha  and 
bunkers. 

B.  Synthetic  fuels. 

*  C.  Demand  restraint  (3-week  lead 
time,  etc.). 

D.  lEA  Secretariat's  planned  follow-up 
to  Subcommittee  A’s  survey  of  country 
data  reporting  systems. 

E.  Status  report  on  stocks-at-sea  data. 

F.  Non-emergency  data  system. 

G.  Trade  discrepancies: 

— ^Transshipment  terminals; 

— Non-reporting  by  traders  in  the 
Rhine  area. 

'  H.  Action  points  from  AST-3. 

I.  AST-4  (late  Spring  1983),  including 
pricing  in  an  emergency. 

J.  Industry  Supply  Advisory  Group 
seminar  (November/December  1981) 
arrangements. 

K.  Future  work  program. 

8.  Subconunittee  C  report,  including: 
A.  Application  for  legal  clearances 

under  the  Treaty  of  Rome. 
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B.  Status  of  U.S.  legislation  on  the  lEA 
antitrust  defense,  and  status  of  U.S. 
antitrust  clearances. 

C.  Revision  of  the  Industry  Supply 
Advisory  Group/IEA  Secretariat 
Operations  Manual  Section  V. 

D.  Emergency  Management  Manual 
language  regarding  rescission  of  Type  2 
voluntary  offers. 

E.  Futiu’e  work  program. 

9.  Industry  Supply  Advisory  Group 
Manager’s  report. 

10.  Future  work  program  and  meeting 
schedule. 

IV.  A  meeting  of  the  Industry  Working 
Party  (IWP)  to  the  lEA  will  be  held  on 
September  16  and  17, 1981,  at  the  office 
of  Exxon  Corporation,  1251  Avenue  of 
the  Americas,  New  York,  New  York, 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  on  September  16. 
The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Status  of  Standing  Group  on  the  Oil 
Market  and  IWP  activities,  and 
arrangements  for  future  meetings. 

2.  Alternative  crude  cost  and  price 
information  systems. 

V.  A  meeting  of  the  IWP  to  the  lEA 
will  be  held  on  September  30, 1981,  at 
the  offices  of  the  lEA,  2  Rue  Andre 
Pascal.  Paris  16,  France,  beginning  at 
10:30  a.m.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is 
to  permit  attendance  by  representatives 
of  the  IWP  at  a  meeting  of  an  Ad  Hoc 
Working  Group  of  the  lEA  Standing 
Group  on  the  Oil  Market  (SOM)  which  is 
being  held  in  Paris  on  that  date.  The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  is  under  the 
control  of  the  SOM  Ad  Hoc  Working 
Group.  It  is  expected  that  the  following 
provisional  agenda  will  be  followed: 

1.  Adoption  of  the  provisional  agenda. 

2.  Review  of  the  crude  oil  price 
register  and  crude  cost  information 
system  and  alternatives. 

3.  Other  business. 

4.  Date  of  next  meeting. 

VI.  A  meeting  of  the  IVW  to. the  lEA 
will  be  held  on  October  1  and  2, 1981,  at 
the  offices  of  the  lEA,  2  Rue  Andre 
Pascal,  Paris  16,  France,  beginning  at 
10:15  a.m.  on  October  1.  The  purpose  of 
this  meeting  is  to  permit  attendance  by 
representatives  of  the  IWP  at  a  meeting 
of  the  SOM  which  is  being  held  in  Paris 
on  those  dates.  The  agenda  for  the 
meeting  is  under  the  control  of  the  SOM. 
It  is  expected  that  the  following 
provisional  agenda  will  be  followed: 

1.  Adoption  of  the  provisional  agenda. 

2.  Approval  of  the  Summary  Record  of 
the  38th  session. 

3.  Review  of  the  crude  oil  cost  and 
price  information  systems. 

4.  Current  oil  market  and  stock 
situation. 

5.  Refinery  flexibility. 

6.  Review  of  the  financial  information 
system. 


7.  Other  business. 

8.  Date  of  next  meeting. 

As  provided  in  section  252(c](l)(A)(ii) 
of  the  Energy  Policy  and  Conservation 
Act,  these  meetings  will  not  be  open  to 
the  public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  August  26, 1981. 
Craig  S.  Bamberger, 

Assistant  General  Counsel.  International 
Trade  and  Emergency  Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.  m-2S401  Filed  B-31-S1;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  cone  64S0-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

(Docket  No.  ERA-FC-81-009;  OFC  Case 
Number  55027-3095-01,02,03-12] 

ARCO  Petroleum  Products  C04 
Redesignatton  of  Petition  for 
Exemption  and  Availability  of 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Redesignation  of 
Petition  for  Exemption  fi'om  the 
Prohibitions  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  and 
Notice  of  Availability  of  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis. 

summary:  On  March  18, 1981,  ARCO 
Petroleum  Products  Company  (ARCO) 
filed  a  petition  with  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  seeking  a 
permanent  exemption  for  three  major 
fuel  burning  installations  (MFBI’s)  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978, 42  U.S.C. 
8301  et  seq.,  (FUA  or  the  Act),  which 
prohibit  the  use  of  petroleum  and 
natural  gas  as  a  primary  energy  source 
in  certain  new  MFBI’s.  The  procedures 
for  petitioning  and  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  from  the  prohibitions  of  FUA 
are  contained  in  10  CFR  Parts  500,  501 
and  503. 

ARCO  requested  a  permanent 
exemption  under  10  CFR  503.32  based 
upon  a  lack  of  alternate  fuel  supply  at  a 
cost  which  does  not  substantially 
exceed  the  cost  of  using  imported 
petroleum  as  a  primary  energy  source 
for  three  new  field-erected  boilers 
(identified  as  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1. 
2,  and  3),  to  be  installed  at  ARCO’s 
Philadelphia  Refinery,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania.  ARCO  stated  that  the 
primary  energy  source  proposed  to  be 
used  in  the  new  boilers  would  consist  of 
on-site  produced  refinery  waste  gas  and 
refinery  fuel  oil.  On  Mai^  20, 1981, 
subsequent  to  filing  its  petition,  ARCO 
filed  a  request  for  an  alternate  fuels 
determination  pursuant  to  10  CFR  500.2, 
seeking  to  have  ERA  determine  the 
refinery  waste  gas  produced  at  ARCO’a 
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Philadelphia  Refinery  to  be  an  alternate 
fuel 

In  accordance  with  the  procedural 
requirements  of  FUA  and  10  CFR 
501.3(d),  ERA  published  the  notice  of  its 
acceptance  of  ARCO's  petition  in  die 
Federal  Register  on  May  15. 1961,  at  46 
FR268ia 

In  a  letter  dated  June  11. 1961,  ERA 
advised  ARCO  that,  under  Ruling  1961-2 
issued  on  May  8, 1961,  which  clarifies 
the  criteria  for  determining  die 
commercial  unmarketability  of  waste 
by-products,  the  gaseous  waste  by¬ 
product  planned  to  be  used  as  a  fael  in 
the  new  units  at  die  Philadelphia 
Refinery  was  determined  to  be  an 
alternate  fuel  ERA  also  stated  that 
subject  to  ARCO’s  approval  it  will 
redesignate  ARCO's  petition,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  501.67,  as  a 
petition  for  a  permanent  fuels  mixture 
exemption  for  each  boiler,  and  publish 
notice  of  redesignation  of  the  petition  in 
the  Federal  Register.. 

In  a  letter  to  ERA  dated  July  15. 1981, 
ARCO  approved  the  redesignation  of  its 
petition  and  submitted  the  certificatioas 
and  checklist  required  for  permanent 
fuels  mixtures  exemptions  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  503.38.  QlA’s  decision  in  this 
proceeding  will  determine  whether 
ARCO  will  be  granted  the  requested 
permanent  exemptions  to  use  petroleum 
and/or  natural  gas  in  a  mixture  with 
refinery  waste  gas  in  the  new  boilers  in 
which  the  amount  of  petroleum  or 
natural  gas  used  will  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  annual  BTU  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  of 
the  units. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  ARCO's 
original  petition  is  redesignated  as  a 
petition  for  a  fuels  mixture  exemption  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  501.67  and  tiiat 
ARCO’s  petition  is  conqilete  and  is 
accepted  as  filed  in  accordance  with  10 
CFR  501.3(d).  Additionally,  the  ERA 
staff  has  reviewed  and  a^yzed  the 
information  presently  contained  in  die 
record  of  this  proceeding,  and  has 
completed  a  Tentative  Staff  Analysts 
whi^  recommends  that  ERA  issue  an 
order  granting  ARCO  the  requested 
exemption.  In  order  to  expedite  the 
processing  of  the  petition,  and  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  501.64,  notice  of  tiie 
availability  of  the  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis  is  hereby  issued 
simultaneously  with  this  notice  of 
redesignation  of  ARCO’s  petition  for 
exemption.  A  review  of  the  petition  and 
a  summary  of  the  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis  is  provided  in  tiie 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA'nON 
section  below. 

As  provided  for  in  section  701(c)  and 
(d)  of  FUA  and  10  CFR  501.63  arid 
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501.34(b),  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  and  any  interested  person 
may  submit  a  written  request  that  ERA 
convene  a  public  hearing  on  the 
exemption  petition.  As  provided  for  in 
10  CFR  501.64,  interested  persons  may 
also  submit  written  comments  or  request 
a  public  hearing  on  the  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis  notic^  herein.  Any  hearing 
requested  must  include  a  description  of 
the  interest  in  the  issue  or  issues 
involved  and  an  outline  of  the 
anticipated  content  of  the  presentations. 
date:  Written  comments  on  the 
redesignation  of  ARCO’s  petition  for 
exemption  are  due  on  or  before  October 
16. 1981.  Any  request  for  public  hearing 
must  also  be  made  within  the  same  45- 
day  period.  The  14-day  period  to  submit 
written  comments  or  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  Tentative  Staff  Analysis, 
as  prescribed  in  10  CFR  501.64,  is  also 
included  within  and  will  run 
concurrently  with  the  above  45-day 
comment  period.  Accordingly,  any  such 
written  comments  or  requests  for  public 
hearing  on  the  Tentative  Staff  Analysis 
must  also  be  filed  with  ERA  on  or  before 
the  expiration  of  the  45-day  period 
provided  for  acceptance  of  ARCO’s 
petition. 

ADDRESSES:  Fifteen  copies  of  written 
comments  or  a  request  for  a  public 
hearing  should  be  submitted  to: 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Case  Control  Unit  (Fuel  Use  Act),  Box 
4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Docket  Number  ERA-^O-81-009 
should  be  printed  on  the  outside  of  the 
envelope  and  on  the  document 
contained  therein. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Anthony  M.  Vaitekunas,  Case  Manager, 
Office  of  Fuels  Conversion,  2000  M . 
Street  NW.,  Room  3128-K, 

Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Flione  (202) 
653-4237; 

Contance  L.  Buckley,  Chief,  New  MFBI 
Branch,  Office  of  I^els  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  3128, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Phone  (202) 
653-4226; 

Douglas  Mitchell,  Office  of  General 
Coimsel,  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building,  Room  6B-178, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Phone  (202) 
252-2967. 

SUPPLBNENTARV  INFORMATION:  The 

MFBI’s  for  which  the  petition  for 
exemptions  has  been  filed  are  three 
field-erected  boilers  at  ARCO’s 
Philadelphia  Refinery,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania.  The  new  MFBI’s, 
designated  as  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1. 


2,  and  3  by  ARCO,  each  will  have  a 
design  heat  input  rate  of  approximately 
320  million  Btu’s  per  hour  and  will  bum 
an  on-site  produced  refinery  waste  gas 
(75%)  in  a  mixture  with  refinery  fuel  oil 
(25%)  as  the  primary  energy  source. 

ARCO  has  utilized  the  certification 
alternative  for  the  permanent  fuels 
mixture  exemption  provided  for  in  10 
CFR  503.38(d)  and  has  included  in  its 
petition  a  description  of  the  fuel  mixture, 
component  elements,  and  percentage 
and  quantity  of  each  component  to  be 
utilized;  and  duly  executed  certifications 
stating  that: 

(1)  The  amoimt  of  petroleum  and/or 
natural  gas  to  be  used  in  the  fuels 
mixture  in  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1,  2, 
and  3  and  will  not  exceed  25  percent  of 
the  total  annual  Btu  heat  input  of  the 
primary  energy  sources  used  in  the 
installation; 

(2)  Pursuant  to  the  10  CFR  503.15(b), 
ARCO  will,  prior  to  operating  Boiler 
House  Units  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3  under  the 
exemption,  secure  all  applicable 
environmental  permits  and  approvals 
pursuant  to  but  not  limited  to,  the 
following:  Clean  Air  Act,  Clean  Water 
Act,  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act,  Coastal 
Zone  Management  Act,  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Act  and  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act: 

(3)  'The  information  required  by  the 
Environmental  Checklist  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  503.15(b);  and 

(4)  It  will,  upon  grant  of  the  requested 
exemption,  agree  to  the  following  terms 
and  conditions  specified  in  10  CFR 
503.38(e): 

'The  amount  of  petroleum  and/or 
natural  gas  to  be  used  in  the  mixture 
will  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the  total 
annual  Btu  heat  input  of  the  primary 
energy  sources  used  in  the  installation; 

All  steam  pipes  will  be  insulated  and 
all  steam  traps  properly  maintained; 

The  quality  of  any  petroleum  to  be 
biumed  will  be  the  lowest  ^rade 
available,  technically  feasible,  and 
capable  of  being  burned  consistent  with 
applicable  environmental  requirements; 
and 

That  it  will  comply  with  any  terms 
and  conditions  w)ii<^  may  be  imposed 
pursuant  to  the  environmental 
requirements  of  10  CFR  503.15(b). 

Redesignation  of  a  petition  or 
acceptance  of  a  petition  and  its 
supporting  documents  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  501.3(d)  does  not  constitute  an 
approval  of  an  exemption,  nor  does  it 
foreclose  ERA  from  requesting  farther 
information  during  the  course  of  the 
proceeding.  Failure  to  provide  any 
requested  additional  information  could 
ultimately  result  in  the  denial  of  the 
request  for  an  exemption. 


Tentative  Staff  Analysis 

The  ERA  staff  has  examined  the 
aforementioned  certifications  made  by 
ARCO  in  its  petition,  and  other 
information  contained  therein,  and  has 
determined  that  the  petition  fulfills  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  503.38(d). 
Accordingly,  the  ERA  staff  recommends 
that  an  order  be  issued,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  specified  below, 
granting  ARCO  the  requested  permanent 
fuels  mixture  exemption  for  its  Boiler 
House  Units  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3.  This 
tentative  recommendation  also  takes 
into  account  the  purposes  for  which  the 
minimum  percentage  of  petroleum  or 
natural  gas  provided  by  a  fuels  mixture 
exemption  are  to  be  used,  i.e.  to 
maintain  reliability  of  operation, 
consistent  with  maintaining  a 
reasonable  level  of  fuel  efficiency. 
Therefore,  should  this  exemption  be 
granted,  ERA  will  not  exclude  from  the 
definition  of  primary  energy  source  any 
fuel  used  of  the  purposes  of  unit  ignition, 
startup,  testing,  flame  stabilization  and 
control  for  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1,  2. 
and  3. 

Terms  and  Condifions 

Section  214(a)  of  FUA  gives  ERA  the 
authority  to  attach  appropriate  terms 
and  conditions  to  any  order  granting  an 
exemption.  Accordinj^y,  should  the 
order  be  issued,  the  staff  tentatively 
recommends  that  it  be  subject  to  the 
following  terms  and  conditions: 

(1)  The  amount  of  petroleum  and/or 
natural  gas  to  be  us^  in  a  mixture  with 
an  alternate  fuel  in  Boiler  House  Units 
Nos.  1, 2,  and  3,  will  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  of 
that  unit 

(2)  The  quality  of  any  petroleum  to  be 
burned  will  be  foe  lowest  grade 
available,  technically  feasible,  and 
capable  of  being  burned  consistent  with 
applicable  environmental  requirements; 
and 

(3)  Prior  to  operating  Boiler  House 
Units  Nos.  1. 2,  and  3,  ARCO  will  secure 
all  applicable  environmental  permits 
and  approvals  pursuant  to,  but  not 
limited,  to  foe  following:  Clean  Air  Act 
Clean  Water  Act,  Rivers  cmd  Harbors 
Act,  Coastal  Zone  Management  Act  and 
foe  Resource  Conservation  Recovery 
Act 

Reporting  Requirements 

In  addition  to  foe  above  standard 
terms  and  conditions,  ARCO  will, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.38(g),  submit  to 
ERA  foe  following: 

(a)  A  certified  statement  indicating 
foe  date  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1.  2, 
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and  3  are  first  operated  under  the 
provisions  of  this  order,  and 

(b)  Within  30  days  of  each 
anniversary  date  of  commencement  of 
operation  of  Units  Nos.  1, 2,  and  3,  a 
certified  statement  of  the  amount  of 
petroleum  and  natural  gas  used  in  Boiler 
House  Units  Nos.  1, 2,  and  3  during  the 
preceding  year.  Such  certifications  shall 
be  executed  by  a  duly  authorized 
representative  of  ARCO.  Cite  OFC  Case 
Number  55027-3095-01,02,03-12  on  each 
certification  and  send  to:  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  Case 
Control  Unit  (Fuel  Use  Act),  Attn:  OFC 
Case  No.  55027-3095-01,02,03-12,  Box 
4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

NEPA  Categorical  Exclusion  Guidelines 

On  August  11, 1980,  DOE  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  53199)  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  to 
guidelines  for  compliance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA).  Pursuant  to  the  guidelines, 
the  grant  or  denial  of  certain  FUA 
permanent  exemptions,  including  the 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption  by 
certification,  was  identified  as  an  action 
which  normally  does  not  require  the 
preparation  of  an  Envirorunental  Impact 
Statement  or  an  Environmental 
Assessment  pursuant  to  NEPA 
(categorical  exclusion).  This 
classification  raises  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  the  grant  or  denial  of 
the  exemption  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  ARCO  has  certified  that  it 
will  secure  all  applicable  permits  and 
approvals  prior  to  commencement  of 
operation  of  the  new  MFBI’s  under 
exemption.  The  Environmental  Checklist 
completed  and  certified  to  by  ARCO 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.15(b)  has  been 
reviewed  by  DOE’s  Office  of 
Environment,  in  consultation  with  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel.  ARCO's 
responses  to  the  questions  contained 
therein  indicated  that  the  operation  of 
the  new  Boiler  House  Units  Nos.  1,  2, 
and  3  will  have  no  significant  impact  on 
those  areas  regulated  by  specified  laws 
that  impose  consultation  requirements 
on  DOE,  and  otherwise  affirm  the 
applicability  of  the  categorical  exclusion 
to  this  FUA  action.  No  contrary 
information  has  come  to  the  attention  of 
ERA.  Therefore,  unless  substantial 
questions  regarding  the  application  of 
the  categorical  exclusion  in  this  instance 
are  raised  during  the  proceeding  on 
ARCO's  petition  which  indicate 
otherwise,  no  additional  environmental 
review  is  deemed  to  be  required. 

The  Tentative  Staff  Analysis  does  not 
constitute  a  decision  by  ERA  to  grant 
the  requested  exemption.  Such  a 


decision  will  be  made  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  501.68  on  the  basis  of  the 
entire  record  of  this  proceeding, 
including  any  comments  received  on  the 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis. 

The  public  file  containing  documents 
on  this  proceeding  and  supporting 
materials  is  available  for  inspection 
upon  request  at  ERA,  Room  B-110, 2000 
M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
Monday-Friday,  8:00  a.m.-4:30  p.m. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  23, 
1981. 

Robert  L  Davies, 

Director,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

[FR  hoc.  81-25402  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-«1-H 


[Docket  No.  ERA-FC-80-013;  OFC  Case  No. 
55118-1648-20-12] 

General  Electric  Co.;  Order  Granting 
an  Exemption 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Order  Granting  an  Exemption 
from  the  Prohibitions  of  the  Powerplant 
and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978. 


SUMMARY:  On  April  16, 1980,  the  General 
Electric  Company  (GE)  filed  a  petition 
with  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  seeldng  a  permanent 
exemption  for  a  major  ^el  burning 
installation  (MFBI)  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel 
Use  Act  of  1078, 42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.. 
(FUA  or  the  Act),  which  prohibit  the  use 
of  petroleum  and  natural  gas  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  certain  new 
MFBI’s.  The  procedure  for  petitioning 
and  criteria  for  an  exemption  from  the 
prohibitions  of  FUA  are  contained  in  10 
CFR  Parts  500,  501  and  503. 

GE  requested  a  permanent  exemption 
for  an  oil  and  natural  gas-fired  packaged 
boiler  (identified  hereafter  as  Unit  No. 
20)  to  be  installed  at  its  Central 
Powerhouse  Building  No.  31  located  in 
Pittsfield,  Massachusetts.  The  petition 
for  exemption  is  based  upon  a  claim  of 
lack  of  an  alternate  fuel  supply  at  a  cost 
which  does  not  substantially  exceed  the 
cost  of  using  imported  petroleum  in  the 
MFBI  for  which  the  exemption  is 
requested. 

Pursuant  to  section  212(l)(A)(ii)  of  the 
Act  and  10  CFR  503.32,  and  subject  to 
specified  terms  and  conditions  stated 
herein,  ERA  hereby  issues  this  order 
granting  a  permanent  exemption  based 
on  the  lack  of  an  alternate  ^el  supply  at 
a  cost  which  does  not  substantially 
exceed  the  cost  of  using  imported 
petroleum  which  would  permit  GE  to 


use  natural  gas  and  No.  6  fuel  oil  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  Unit  No.  20. 
DATE:  In  accordance  with  section  702(a) 
of  FUA,  this  order  and  its  provisions 
shall  take  effect  cm  Octobw  31, 1961. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  Vandenberg,  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
EnereVf  2000  M  Street  NW..  Room  B- 
110,  Washington,  DC  20461  (202)  653- 
4033; 

Constance  L  Buckley.  Chief,  New  MFBI 
Branch,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion. 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 
Department  of  Energy.  2000  M  Street 
NW.,  Room  3128,  Washington.  DC 
20461  (202)  653-4226; 

Douglas  MitcheU,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel.  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.  Room  6B^ 
178,  Washington,  DC  20585  (202)  252- 
2967; 

Anthony  M.  Vaitekunas,  Case  Manager. 
Office  of  Fuels  Conversion.  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration, 

Department  of  Energy  2000  M  Street 
NW.,  Room  312B-4C,  Washington.  DC 
20461  (202)  653-4237. 

The  pubhc  file  containing  a  copy  of 
this  order  and  other  documents  and 
supporting  materials  on  this  proceeding 
is  available  for  inspection  upon  request 
at:  ERA,  Room  B-lia  2000  M  Street 
NW,  Washington,  DC.,  Monday  through 
Friday  8:00  a.m.-4:30  pjiL 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  GE  filed 
its  petition  with  ERA  on  April  6, 1980, 
under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  505.22  of 
the  then  effective  interim  rule  (44  FR 
28530  and  44  FR  28950,  May  15  and  17. 
1979,  respectively).  Subsequently,  ERA 
adopted  a  final  rode  on  June  6. 1960  (45 
FR  38276),  which  became  effective  on 
August  5, 1980.  Section  503.32  of  the 
current  rule  sets  forth  the  eligibility 
criteria  and  evidentiary  requirements 
governing  the  permanent  exemption 
based  upon  lack  of  alternate  fuel  supply 
at  a  cost  which  does  not  substantiaUy 
exceed  the  cost  of  using  imported 
petroleum.  The  methodology  for  making 
this  cost  calculation  determination  is 
contained  in  10  CFR  503.6. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedural 
requirements  of  FUA  and  10  CFR 
501.3(d),  ERA  published  notice  of  its 
acceptance  of  GE's  petition  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  19, 1980  (45 
FR  55258),  conunencing  a  45-day  public 
comment  period.  As  required  by  section 
701(f)  and  (g)  of  the  Act  ERA  provided  a 
copy  of  GE’s  petition  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  and 
the  Federal  Trade  Conunission  for  their 
comment  During  the  comment  period, 
interested  persons  were  also  afforded 
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an  opportunity  to  request  a  public 
hearing.  The  period  for  submitting 
comments  and  for  requesting  a  public 
hearing  closed  on  October  3, 19^).  No 
conunents  were  received,  nor  was  a 
public  hearing  requested. 

On  July  7, 1981,  ERA  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  Notice  of  Availability 
of  a  Tentative  Staff  Analysis 
recommending  that  GE's  petition  be 
granted,  and  provided  a  14-day  period 
for  interested  persons  to  submit  written 
comments  or  to  request  a  public  hearing 
(46  FR  35143).  The  conclusion  of  the 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis  was  that  a 
finding  could  be  made  that  GE  satisHed 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  503.6  to 
demonstrate  that  the  difference  between 
GE's  discounted  cost  of  using  an 
alternate  fuel  and  the  cost  of  using 
imported  petroleum  would  be  greater 
than  zero.  The  comment  period  ended 
July  21, 1981,  No  comments  were 
received.  No  public  hearing  was 
requested. 

Decision  and  Order 

Based  upon  the  entire  record  of  this 
proceeding,  ERA  has  determined  that 
GE  has  satisfied  all  of  the  eligibility 
requirements  for  the  requested 
exemption,  as  set  forth  in  10  CFR  503.32, 
by  demonstrating  to  ERA’s  satisfaction 
that: 

1.  GE  has  made  a  good  faith  effort  to 
obtain  an  adequate  and  reliable  supply 
of  an  alternate  fuel  of  the  quality  and 
quantity  necessary  to  conform  with 
design  and  operational  requirements  for 
use  as  a  primary  energy  source  in  Unit 
No.  20;  and 

2.  The  cost  of  using  stoker  and 
pulverized  coal,  wood,  electricity,  low 
Btu  gas  generated  through  on-site 
gasification  of  coal,  stoker  fired  coal 
with  an  oil  or  gas  overfire  mixture,  and  a 
coal-oil  slurry  considered  by  GE  would 
substantially  exceed  the  cost  of  using 
imported  petroleum. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  section 
212(a)(l](ii)  of  FIJA,  ERA  hereby  granted 
GE  a  permanent  exemption  based  upon 
a  lack  of  alternate  fuel  supply  at  a  cost 
which  does  not  substantially  exceed  the 
cost  of  using  imported  petroleum  which, 
subject  to  the  term  and  condition  stated 
below,  permits  the  use  of  natural  gas 
and  No.  6  fuel  oil  in  Unit  No.  20. 

Term  and  Condition 

Section  214(a)  of  FUA  provides  ERA 
the  authority  to  attach  terms  and 
conditions  which  eure  appropriate  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
to  any  order  granting  an  examption. 
Accordingly,  the  following  term  and 
condition  is  attached  to  this  order 
granting  the  requested  exemption: 


The  quality  of  any  petroleum  to  be  burned 
in  the  unit  will  be  the  lowest  grade  available, 
technically  feasible,  and  capable  of  being 
burned  as  the  primary  energy  source  for  Unit 
No.  20  consistent  with  applicable 
enviroiunental  requirements. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA)  Review 

On  the  basis  of  the  analysis  provided 
by  the  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion,  and 
reviewed  by  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Protection,  Safety,  and  Preparedness, 
with  consultation  from  the  Office  of 
General  Coimsel,  the  Department  of 
Energy  concluded  that  the  granting  of 
this  exemption  will  not  be  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment,.within  the 
meaning  of  NEPA.  Accordingly,  neither 
an  environmental  impact  statement  nor 
an  environmental  assessment  is 
required. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE  OF  ORDER:  This  order 
and  its  provisions  shall  take  effect  on 
October  31, 1981. 

Judicial  Review 

Fhirsuant  to  section  702(c)  of  the  Act 
and  10  CFR  501.69,  any  person  aggrieved 
by  this  order  may  petition  for  judicial 
review  at  any  time  before  the  60th  day 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this  order 
in  the  Federal  Register  (October  31, 
1981), 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 

Pub.  L.  95-01  (42  U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.)  as 
amended  by  ^b.  L  65-509,  Pub.  L.  95-619, 
Pub.  L  95-020  and  Pub.  L  95-621;  Powerplant 
and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L. 
95-620  (42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.];  E.0. 11790,  39 
FR  23185  Qune  25, 1974):  E.0. 12009,  42  FR 
46267  (September  15, 1977)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  23, 
1981. 

Robert  L  Davies, 

Director,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25404  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  ERA-FC-81-018;  (OFC  Case 
Number  55368-3194-01-12)] 

Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp.; 
Acceptance  of  Petition 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  acceptance  of  petition 
for  exemption  from  the  prohibitions  of 
the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use 
Act  of  1978. 

summary:  On  July  14, 1981,  Jones  & 
Laughlin  Steel  Corporation  (J&L)  filed  a 
petition  with  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  die  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  seeldng  a  permanent 
exemption  for  a  major  ^el  burning 


installation  (MFBI)  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel 
Use  Act  of  1978, 42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq., 
(FUA  or  the  Act),  which  prohibit  the.use 
of  petroleum  and  natural  gas  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  certain  new 
MFBI’s.  The  procedure  for  petitioning 
and  criteria  for  an  exemption  from  the 
prohibitions  of  FUA  are  contained  in  10 
CFR  Parts  500,  501  and  503. 

J&L  requested  a  permanent  fuels 
mixture  exemption  in  order  to  bum 
petroleum  and  natural  gas  in  a  mixture 
with  industrial  and  commercial  waste 
oils  including  spent  lubricants, 
crankcase  sludge  from  gasoline  service 
stations  and  blast  furnace  gas  in  a  new 
field-erected  boiler  at  its  Aliquippa 
Works  at  Aliquippa,  Pa. 

Under  the  authority  of  section  212(d) 
of  the  Act,  10  CFR  503.38  sets  forth 
eligibility  criteria  and  evidentiary 
requirements  governing  a  permanent 
exemption  for  the  use  of  petroleum  or 
natural  gas  in  a  mixture  with  alternate 
fuels.  Under  10  CFR  503.38(d),  a 
certification  alternative  is  available  for 
MFBI's  which  will  not  bum  more  than  25 
percent  petroleiun  or  natural  gas  in  a 
mixture  with  an  alternate  fuel.  J&L 
utilized  the  certification  alternative  in 
its  permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption 
petition.  ERA’s  decision  in  this 
proceeding  will  determine  whether  J&L 
will  be  granted  the  requested  permanent 
exemption  to  use  petroleum  and  natural 
gas  in  a  mixture  with  non-refinery  waste 
oil  and  blast  furnace  gas  in  the  new 
MFBI.  If  the  exemption  is  granted,  the 
amount  of  petroleum  and  natural  gas 
used  must  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the 
total  annual  Btu  heat  input  of  the 
primary  energy  sources  of  the  unit. 

ERA  has  determined  that  J&L’s 
petition  is  complete  and  is  accepted  as 
filed  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  501.3(d). 
A  review  of  the  petition  is  provided  in 
the  SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION 
section  below. 

As  provided  for  in  section  701  (c)  and 
(d)  of  FUA  and  10  CFR  501.63  and 
501.34(b),  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  and  any  interested  person 
may  submit  a  written  request  that  ERA 
convene  a  public  hearing  on  the 
exemption  petition.  Any  hearing 
requested  must  include  a  description  of 
the  interest  in  the  issue  or  issues 
involved  and  an  outline  of  the 
anticipated  content  of  the  presentations. 

DATE:  Written  comments  on  the 
acceptance  of  J&L’s  petition  for 
exemption  are  due  on  or  before  October 
16, 1981.  Any  request  for  public  hearing 
must  also  be  made  within  the  same  45 
day  period. 
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addresses:  Fifteen  copies  of  written 
comments  or  a  request  for  a  public 
hearing  should  be  submitted  to: 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Case  Control  Unit  (Fuel  Use  Act),  Box 
4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Docket  Number  ERA-FC-81-018 
should  be  printed  on  the  outside  of  the 
envelope  and  on  the  dociiment 
contained  therein. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Constance  L  Buckley,  Chief,  New  MFBI 
Branch,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Room  3128, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Phone  (202) 
653-4226; 

Anthony  M.  Vaitekunas,  Case  Manager. 
Office  of  Fuels  Conversion,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M 
Street,  NW.,  Room  3128-K, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Phone  (202) 
653-4237; 

Douglas  F.  Mitchell,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Energy,  Forrestal  Building,  Room  6B- 
178, 100  Independence  Avenue,  SW, 
Washington,.D.C.  20585,  Phone  (202) 
252-2967. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

MFBI  for  which  the  petition  for 
exemption  has  been  filed  is  a  field- 
erected  boiler  at  ]&L’s  Aliquippa  Works 
in  Aliquippa,  Pennsylvania.  The  new 
MFBI,  designated  as  #61  Boiler  by  J&L, 
has  a  design  heat  input  rate  of 
approximately  732  million  Btu's  per  hour 
and  is  designed  to  bum  non-refinery 
waste  oil  and  blast  furnace  gas  in  a 
mixture  with  petroleum  and  natural  gas. 
I&L  has  utilized  the  certification  • 
alternative  for  the  permanent  fuels 
mixture  exemption  provided  for  in  10 
CFR  503.38(d)  and  has  included  in  its 
petition  a  description  of  the  fuel  mixture 
and  its  component  elements,  and  the 
percentage  and  quantity  of  each 
component  to  be  utilized:  and  the 
following  duly  executed  certifications: 

(1)  That  the  amount  of  petroleum  and 
natural  gas  to  be  used  in  the  fuel 
mixture  in  the  #61  Boiler  will  not  exceed 
25  percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  used 
in  the  installation; 

(2)  That  pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.15(b), 
)&L  will,  prior  to  operating  that  #61 
Boiler  under  the  exemption,  secure  all 
appligable  environmental  permits  and 
approvals  pursuant  to  but  not  limited  to, 
the  following:  Clean  Air  Act,  Clean 
Water  Act,  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act, 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Act,  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act  and  Resource  / 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act; 

(3)  The  information  required  by  the 
Environmental  Checklist  pursuant  to  10 


CFR  503.15(b);  and 

(4)  That  it  will,  upon  grant  of  the 
requested  exemption,  agree  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  established  by  ERA 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.38(e). 

On  August  11, 1980,  DOE  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  53199)  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  to 
guidelines  for  compliance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NQ’A).  Pursuant  to  the  guidelines, 
the  grant  or  denial  of  certain  FUA 
permanent  exemptions,  including  the 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption  by 
certification,  is  among  the  classes  of 
actions  that  DOE  has  proposed  be 
categorically  excluded  from  the 
requirement  to  prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  or  an 
Environmental  Assessment  piusuant  to 
NEPA  (categorical  exclusion). 

This  classification  raises  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  the  grant  or  denial  of 
the  exemption  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  )&L  has  certified  that  it 
will  secure  all  applicable  permits  and 
approvals  prior  to  commencement  of 
operation  of  the  new  unit  under 
exemption.  DOE’S  Office  of 
Environment,  in  consultation  with  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  has 
reviewed  the  completed  Environmental 
Checklist  submitted  by  }&L  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  503.15(b)(2),  together  with  other 
relevant  information.  Unless  it  appears 
during  the  proceeding  on  }&L’s 
exemption  that  the  grant  or  denial  of  the 
exemption  will  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment,  it  is 
expected  that  no  additional 
environmental  review  will  be  required. 

ERA  hereby  gives  notice  that  J&L’s 
petition  for  a  permanent  fuels  mixtiun 
exemption  for  its  #61  Boiler  has  been 
determined  to  be  completed  as  filed  and 
is  accepted.  Pursuanl.to  10  CFR  501.3(d), 
acceptance  of  a  petition  and  its 
supporting  documents  does  not 
constitute  an  approval  of  an  exemption, 
nor  does  it  foreclose  ERA  fi'om 
requesting  further  information  during  the 
course  of  the  proceeding.  Failure  to 
provide  any  requested  additional 
information  could  ultimately  result  in 
the  denial  of  the  request  for  an 
exemption. 

The  public  file  containing  documents 
on  this  proceeding  and  supporting 
materials  is  available  for  inspection 
upon  request  at  ERA,  Room  B-110, 2000 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC., 
Monday-Friday,  8.-00  ajn.-4:30  p.m. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D£.  on  August  2X 
1981. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Director,  Office  ofPiieh  Convertioa, 
Economic  Regulatory  Admiautratkm. 

(FR  Doc.  81-ZS403  F1M  B-n-Sl:  a«  «■! 

BtUHM  CODE  S4SO-et-« 


Texaco,  Inc4  Propoaed  nemedigl 
Order  and  Opportunity  for  Objection 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Proposed  Remedial  Order  to 
Texaco,  Inc.  and  Opportunity  for 
Objection 


I.  Introduction 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192,  the  Office 
of  Special  Counsel  of  the  Economic 
Regidatory  Administration  (ERA), 
Department  of  &iergy  (DO^  hereby 
gives  Notice  of  a  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  issued  to  Texaco,  Inc.,  White 
Plains,  New  York,  In  accordance  with 
that  section,  a  copy  of  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  witii  confidential 
information,  if  any,  deleted,  may  be 
obtained  finm  the  ERA. 

n.  The  Proposed  Remedial  Order 

Texaco  is  a  refiner  engaged  in  the 
production  of  crude  oil,  in  refining,  and 
in  the  marketing  of  petroleum  prochicts. 
Texaco  was  therefore  subject  to  DOE 
regulations  in  effect  prior  to  January  28, 
1981.  Under  these  relations,  tiie  initial 
step  in  ascertaining  tiie  maximum 
allowable  price  for  a  covered  petroleum 
product  is  the  detennination  of  the 
weighted  average  May  15, 1973  price  to 
the  class  of  pur^aser  concerned  “Class 
of  purchaser”  is  defined  as  “purchasers 
to  whom  a  person  has  charg^  a 
compmable  price  for  comparable 
property  or  service  pursuant  to 
customary  price  differentials  between 
those  pur^asers  and  other  purchasers.” 
Texaco’s  class  of  purchaser 
determinations,  based  on  its  historical 
pricing  practices,  were  made  on  the 
basis  of  Texaco  supply  locations. 

On  February  1, 1974,  Texaco  became 
obligated  under  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations  to 
supply  gasoline  to  certain  New  York 
State  agencies  and  political  subdivisions 
which  has  been  supplied  by  Texaco  in 
1971-1972.  For  pricing  purposes,  Texaco 
was  required  to  assign  those  agencies 
and  subdivisions  to  the  most  similarly 
situated  class,  of  purchaser  existing  on 
May  15, 1973.  Since  Rochester,  New 
York  was  the  new  supply  terminal  for 
these  customers,  application  of  Texaco's 
historical  pricing  practices  required 
Texaco  to  place  the  customers  in  the 
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most  similarly  situated  class  of 
purchaser  existing  at  the  Rochester 
terminal  on  May  15, 1973.  Nevertheless, 
these  customers  were  placed  in  a  class 
of  purchaser  which  was  supplied  at 
Texaco’s  Canandaigua,  New  York, 
terminal,  which  had  a  higher  May  15, 

1973  price  than  the  appropriate  class  at 
the  Rochester  terminal.  As  a  result, 
Texaco  calculated  excessive  maximum 
lawful  selling  prices  to  the  New  York 
State  Agencies  and  political 
subdivisions  and  passed  through  to 
them,  or  banked  for  subsequent 
passthrough,  costs  of  $260,147.68  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  permitted  under 
the  regulations  for  the  period  February 
1, 1974  through  September  1980. 

The  DOE  proposes  that  Texaco  be 
required  to  refund  $260,147.68,  plus 
interest,  to  the  affected  New  York  State 
Customers  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the 
effective  date  of  a  final  Remedial  Order. 

III.  Notice  of  Objection 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  §  205.193, 
any  aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice 
of  Objection  to  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  with  the  Ofbce  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  within  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
thodate  of  this  publication.  A  person 
who  fails  to  file  a  Notice  of  Objection 
shall  be  determined  to  have  admitted 
the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of 
law  as  stated  in  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order.  If  a  Notice  of  Objection  is  not 
filed  as  provided  by  §  205.193,  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  may  be  issued 
as  a  final  order. 

All  Notices,  Statements,  Motions, 
Responses,  and  other  documents 
required  to  be  filed  with  the  National 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  should 
be  sent  to:  Department  of  Energy,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street, 
Northwest,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

No  confidential  information  shall  be 
included  in  a  Notice  of  Objection. 

Requests  for  copies  of  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  with  confidential 
information  deleted  should  be  directed 
to:  Freedom  of  Information  Reading 
Room,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Room  lE- 
190,  Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  August  18, 1981. 
Avrom  Landesman, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Special  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25400  Filed  S-31-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  MS0-01-M 


InterNorth,  Inc.;  Proposed  Consent 
Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 


action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Consent 
Order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  that  it  has 
executed  a  proposed  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  proposed  Consent 
Order  and  potential  claims  against  the 
refunds  deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

Comments  by:  October  1, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Alan  L. 
Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude  Products 
Program  Management  Branch,  Central 
Enforcement  District,  324  East  11th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106- 
2466. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Alan  L.  Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude 
Products  Program  Management  Branch, 
Central  Enforcement  District,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64106-2466.  Phone  (816)  374-5932. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  12, 1981,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  InterNorth,  Inc. 
(InterNorth).  Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a 
Consent  Order  which  involves  a  sum  of 
$500,000  or  more  in  the  aggregate, 
excluding  penalties  and  interest, 
becomes  effective  only  after  the  DOE 
has  received  comments  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  Consent  Order.  Although 
the  ERA  has  signed  and  tentatively 
accepted  the  proposed  Consent  Order, 
the  ERA  may,  after  consideration  of  the 
comments  it  receives,  withdraw  its 
acceptance  and,  if  appropriate,  attempt 
to  negotiate  an  alternative  Consent 
Order. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

InterNorth,  with  its  home  office 
located  in  Omaha,  Nebraska,  is  engaged 
in  the  sales  of  condensate  recovered 
fi'om  gas  pipelines,  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts 
210,  211,  and  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  InterNorth,  the  ERA  Office  of 
Enforcement  and  InterNorth  entered  into 
a  Consent  Order,  the  significant  terms  of 
which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  Office  of  Enforcement  has 
examined  InterNorth's  books  and 
records  and  reviewed  all  pertinent 
matters  relating  to  InterNorth's 
compliance  with  the  DOE  petroleum 
price  and  allocation  regulations  in  effect 
during  the  period  from  September  1, 

1973  through  January  28, 1981.  All  civil 


matters  pertaining  to  compliance  with 
the  DOE  petroleum  price  regulations  by 
InterNorth  in  sales  of  condensate  during 
the  period  September  1, 1973  through 
January  28, 1981  are  resolved  by  this 
Consent  Order. 

2.  InterNorth  will  refund  the 
aggregate  amount  of  $1,500,000  which 
includes  interest  through  the  date  on 
which  the  Consent  Order  becomes 
effective,  plus  further  interest  as 
specified  in  the  Consent  Order. 

3.  Execution  of  the  Consent  Order 
constitutes  neither  an  admission  by 
InterNorth  nor  a  finding  by  DOE  that 
InterNorth  has  violated  any  statutes  or 
applicable  regulations  of  the  Cost  of 
Living  Council,  the  Federal  Energy 
Office,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  or  the  Department  of 
Energy, 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  InterNorth 
agrees  to  refund,  in  full  settlement  of 
any  civil  liability  with  respect  to  actions 
which  might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  I.l.  above,  the 
sum  of  $1,500,000  within  12  months  after 
the  Consent  Order  becomes  effective. 
InterNorth  agrees  to  refund  the  sum  of 
$1,500,000  in  the  form  of  checks  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  delivered  to 
the  Director  of  Enforcement,  ERA.  These 
fimds  will  remain  in  a  suitable  account 
pending  the  determination  of  their 
proper  disposition. 

liie  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  accordance  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 
Accordingly,  distribution  of  such 
refunded  overcharges  requires  that  only 
those  “persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR 
205.2)  who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a 
result  of  the  transactions  described  in 
the  Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refimds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system, 
overcharges  may  have  been  passed 
through  as  higher  prices  to  subsequent 
purchasers  or  offset  through  devices 
such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 
In  fact,  the  adverse, effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 
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III.  Submission  of  Notices  of  Claim 

A.  Potential  Claimant:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of-identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  in  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  ccnnment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order.  You  should 
submit  yoiu*  comments  or  written 
notification  of  a  claim  on  or  before 
October  1, 1981  to  Alan  L.  Wehmeyer, 
Chief,  Crude  Products  Program 
Management  Branch,  ERA  Central 
Enforcement  District,  U.S.  Department 
of  Energy,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106-2466.  You  may 
obtain  a  free  copy  of  the  Consent  Order 
by  writing  to  the  same  address. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation  “Comments  on  InterNorth 
Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider  all 
comments  we  receive  within  30  days 
after  the  publication  of  this  notice.  You 
should  identify  any  information  or  data 
which  is,  in  your  opinion,  confidential 
and  submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri  on  the  19th 
day  of  August,  1981. 

William  D.  Miller, 

District  Manager,  Ecanamic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Concurrence: 

David  H.  Jackson, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel,  Central 
Enforcement  District 

|FR  Doc.  81-25479  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  PP-49-A] 

San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.; 
Amendment  To  Order  Authorizing  the 
Transmission  of  Electric  Energy  to 
Mexico 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 


action:  Amendment  to  Order 
Authorizing  the  Transmission  of  Electric 
Energy  to  Mexico  in  Docket  No.  IV-49- 

A^ _ _ 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
has  amended  the  Order  issued  on 
January  13, 1981,  in  Docket  No.  PP-49-A. 
That  Order,  which  authorized  San  Diego 
Gas  &  Electric  Co.  (SDC&E)  to  export 
electric  energy  until  February  28, 1981, 
has  been  amended  to  remove  the 
expiration  date,  and  to  permit  SDG&E  to 
export  electric  energy  to  Mexico  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  Order  of 
January  21, 1980,  as  amended,  in  that 
docket. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Caret  Bomstein,  Office  of  Emergency 
Operations,  Department  of  Energy, 
Room  4209,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  653- 
3889. 

Lise  Courtney  M.  Howe,  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  GC-11,  Department 
of  Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202) 
252-2900. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

26, 1981,  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 
(SDG&E)  filed  a  request  for  an 
amendment  to  the  Order  in  Docket  No. 
PP-49-A,  issued  on  Januaiy  13, 1981.  As 
originally  issued,  the  export 
auAorization  granted  therein  expired  on 
February  21, 1981.  However  SDG&E  has 
requested  that  the  Ordering  Paragraph 
(A)  be  amended  by  striking  the  words 
“until  February  21, 1981  *  *  *”  and  that 
Ordering  Paragraph  (G)  be  amended  to 
read:  “The  authorization  herein  granted 
shall  supersede  that  heretofore  granted 
by  the  aforementioned  order  of  the  ERA 
issued  January  21, 1980.”  These  changes 
are  consistent  with  the  general 
procedures  for  issuing  export 
authorizations  in  that  ERA  t3q)ically 
does  not  place  an  expiration  date  in 
export  authorizations.  Instead,  ERA 
continually  monitors  the  levels  of  energy 
exported  by  requiring  cCTtain  reports  to 
be  filed;  ERA  also  reserves  the  right  to 
limit  or  deny  an  export  authorization, 
upon  notice,  at  any  time. 

Notice  of  this  application  has  not  been 
given  previously  in  the  Federal  Register . 
If  any  person  desires  to  make  any 
protest  with  reference  to  this  Order,  he 
should  file  with  the  ERA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  on  or  before  September  11, 
1981,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  ^actice 
and  Procedure.  ERA  will  consider  all 
such  petitions  filed. 

ERA  Finds 

(1)  The  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Order  of  January  13, 1981,  striking  the 


expiration  date,  and  permitting  SDG&B 
to  export  electric  energy  to  Mexico  upon 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Order 
issued  in  this  docket  on  January  21. 1980, 
as  amended,  will  not  impair  the 
sufficiency  of  electric  supply  within  the 
United  States  and  mrill  not  impede  or 
tend  to  impede  the  comdinafion  in  the 
public  interest  of  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  ERA.  However,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  supersede  the  Order  of 
January  21, 1980,  in  its  entirety,  as 
requested  by  SDG&E,  because  that 
Order  contains  the  terms  and  conditkms 
for  the  export  of  electric  energy  in  this 
dockeL  all  of  which  remain  vafid.  after 
the  expiration  date  has  been  removed. 

(2)  The  period  of  public  notice  given  in 
this  matter  is  reasonable,  because  no 
substantive  changes  in  the  export 
authorization  are  proposed. 

ERA  Orders 

(A)  Ordering  Paragraph  A  of  the 
Order  issued  on  January  13, 1981,  in 
Docket  No.  PP-49-A  hereby  is  amended 
to  read:  “SDG&E  hereby  is  authorized  to 
transmit  electric  energy  from  the  Uidted 
States  to  Mexico  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
application  of  November  8, 1979,  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Order  of 
January  21, 1980,  as  amended  by  this 
order.” 

(B)  There  hereby  is  deleted  Ordering 
Paragraph  (G)  of  Ae  Order  issued  on 
January  13, 1981,  in  Docket  No.  PP-48-A. 
which  reads  as  follows:  **1110 
aforementioned  order  of  the  ERA  issued 
January  21. 1980,  in  ERA  Docket  Na  PP- 
49.  is  hereby  amended  by  extending  that 
authorization  until  February  28, 1981." 

Dated:  August  18, 1981. 

Barton  R.  House, 

Acting  Administrator,  Economic  Regaiataq^ 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25478  Filed  S-n-ei:  *45  aa| 

BiLUNG  CODE  64S0mi-« 


VGS  Corp.;  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order — Second  Notice. 


summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  notice 
that  a  Consent  Order  was  entered  into 
between  the  Office  of  Enforcement.  ERA 
and  VGS  Corporation  on  June  25. 1981. 

A  Notice  of  Action  Taken  and 
opportunity  fcv  comment  on  diis 
Consent  Order  was  published  in  48  FR 
133  (July  13, 1981).  Written  comments 
regarding  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
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Consent  Order  were  solicited  during  the 
30  day  period  following  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  No  conunents  were 
received  regarding  terms  of  the  Consent 
Order  or  the  refund  methodology. 

Four  letters  were  received  regarding 
the  portion  of  the  Federal  Register 
Notice  allowing  potential  claimants  to 
notify  ERA  of  potential  claims  to 
refunded  amounts.  DOE  considered  all 
comments  submitted  during  the 
comment  period.  Potential  claimants  are 
being  advised  of  procedures  for  making 
proof  of  claim  for  the  refunded  amount. 

Based  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
specifled  in  the  executed  Consent  Order, 
VGS  Corporation  shall  deliver  certihed 
checks,  not  to  exceed  24  equal  monthly 
installments,  the  sum  of  one  million  and 
ten  thousand  dollars,  plus  interest,  made 
payable  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy.  Delivery  shall  be  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA,  2000  M 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20461.  The 
Director,  Office  of  Enforcement  shall 
direct  that  these  monies  be  distributed 
in  a  just  and  equitable  manner  in 
accordance  with  applicable  laws  and 
regulations. 

For  purposes  of  effecting  the  remedial 
terms  and  conditions  specified  in  the 
Consent  Order,  the  executed  Consent 
Order  will  become  effective  September 
11, 1981. 

For  further  information  regarding  this 
Consent  Order,  please  contact  James  C. 
Easterday,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southeast  District, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
1655  Peachtree  Street,  NE,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30367,  telephone  number  (404) 
881-2396. 

Issued  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  14th  day 
of  August  1981. 

James  C.  Easterday, 

District  Manager. 

Concurrence: 

Susan  P.  Tate, 

Acting  Chief  Enforcement  Counsel.. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25480  Piled  8-31-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  RE81-121-000] 

Central  Lincoln  People’s  Utility 
District;  Application  for  Exemption 

August  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Central  Lincoln 
People’s  Utility  District  (CLPUD)  filed  an 
application  for  exemption  from  certain 
requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 


service  information  imder  section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act,  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687),  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
Subparts  B,  C,  D,  and  E  of  Part  290. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 

CLPUD  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons  (in  part): 

1.  CLPUD  accounting  system  does  not 
lend  itself  to  subpart  B. 

2.  CLPUD  does  not  own  generating 
plant. 

3.  Depreciation  accounts  do  not 
necessarily  reflect  cost  elements  in 
services. 

4.  CLPUD  does  not  own  or  operate 
transmission  services. 

5.  Cost  of  additions  to  the  system  are 
not  projected  beyond  five  years. 

6.  An  alternate  program  for 
compliance  with  the  goals  of  PURPA  is 
proposed. 

7.  CLPUD  is  a  distribution  system  and 
purchases  all  wholesale  energy  from  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  October  16, 1981.  Within  that  45- 
day  period  such  person  must  also  serve 
a  copy  of  such  comments  on:  Ronald  C. 
Benfield,  Central  Lincoln  People’s  Utility 
District,  255  S.W.  Coast  Highway, 
Newport,  Oregon  97365, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25441  Filed  8-31-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4362-000] 

Inman  Mills;  Application  for  Short- 
Form  License  (Minor) 

August  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Inman  Mills 
(Applicant)  filed  on  March  18, 1981,  an 
application  for  license  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  rehabilitation  and  operation 
of  a  water  power  project  to  be  known  as 
Inman  Mills  Project  No.  4362.  The 
project  is  located  on  the  Enoree  River  in 
Spartanburg  County,  South  Carolina. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  James  A. 
Chapman,  Jr.,  Chairman,  Inman  Mills, 
Inman,  South  Carolina  29349. 


Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of;  1 1 )  an  existing 
reinforced  concrete  dam  structure, 
approximately  14  feet  high  and  425  feet 
long;  (2)  a  restored  9-foot  diameter 
penstock,  approximately  110  feet  long; 

(3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a  rebuilt 
1,240  kW  capacity  generating  unit;  (4)  an 
existing  reservoir  with  a  surface  area  of 
9  acres  at  a  normal  pool  elevation  of  512 
feet,  and  a  gross  storage  capacity  of  22 
acre-feet;  and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Purpose  of  Project — All  energy 
generated  would  be  used  by  Applicant’s 
Riverdale  textile  mill.  The  estimated 
average  annual  generation  is  5.42  GWh. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
comments  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fisli  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endangered 
Species  Act,  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  the  Historical  and 
Archeological  Preservation  Act,  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Pub. 
L.  No.  88-29,  and  other  applicable 
statutes.  No  other  formal  requests  for 
comments  will  be  made. 

Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  October  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
February  21, 1982.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)  (os  amended,  44 
FR  61328,  October  25, 1979).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a) 
and  (d)  (os  amended,  44  FR  61328, 
October  25, 1979). 

Camments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory,  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
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action  to  take,  the  Conunission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  26, 1981.  The 
Commission's  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25442  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BIUING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  QF81-43-000] 

Lyle  Tempus;  Application  for 
Commission  Certification  of  Qualifying 
Status  of  a  Small  Power  Production 
Facility 

August  26, 1981. 

On  July  7, 1981,  Lyle  Tempus  filed 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  an 
application  for  certification  of  a  facility 
as  a  qualifying  small  power  production 
facility  pursuant  to  §  292.207  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

The  facility  is  a  Jacobs  10  kilowatt 
Wind  Electric  System  to  be  located  in 
Aurora,  Iowa.  The  primary  energy 
source  of  the  facility  is  wind.  No  electric 
utility,  electric  utility  holding  company 
or  any  combination  thereof  has  any 
ownership  interest  in  the  facility. 
Applicant  states  that  this  is  the  only  unit 
installed  at  the  site  owned  by  Lyle 
Tempus. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  Norft 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission'^s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  1, 1981  and  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 


Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plinnb, 

Secretary. 

pit  Doc.  81-25443  Plied  8-81-81: 8-45  am| 

WLLINQ  CODE  8490-85-11 


[Docket  No.  QF81-38-000] 

McEachem  Farms;  Application  for 
Commission  Certification  of  Qualifying 
Status  of  a  Small  Power  Production 
Facility 

August  26, 1981. 

On  June  19, 1981,  McEachem  Farms 
filed  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  an 
application  for  certification  of  a  facility 
as  a  qualifying  small  power  production 
facility  pursuant  to  §  292.207  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

The  25  kilowatt  wind  electric  system 
is  located  in  Edmonson,  Texas,  file 
primary  energy  source  of  the  facility  is 
wind.  No  electric  utility,  electric  utility 
holding  company  or  any  combination 
thereof  has  any  ownership  interest  in 
the  facility.  Applicant  states  that  this  is 
the  only  unit  installed  at  the  site  owned 
by  McEachem  Farms. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  Nordi 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  16, 1981  and  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  die  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25444  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  e4S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-1 19-000]  ' 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

August  28, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company.  (PG&E),  filed  an 
application  for  exemption  fi^om  certain 
requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations  concerning 


collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  un^  section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11. 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  tefore  June  30. 
19^  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  q>ecified  in 
S§  290302  (a)  and  (b)  in  part 
290.201(d)(2).  290.205,  290.304(aMl). 
290.304(a)(2).  290.304(bH2).  290ii04(bM3). 
290.304(b)(4)(i).  304(bM4Mii). 

290.305(b)(2).  2g0.306(b).  29a403(b). 
290.404^}).  290.501(8). 

In  its  application  for  exenoqition  PG&E 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons  (in  part): 

1.  An  alternate  program  for 
compliance  with  the  goals  of  PURPA  is 
proposed. 

2.  Costing  periods  for  accounting  cost 
allocations  are  not  used. 

3.  Transmission  accounts  are  not 
distinguished  by  voltage  level  for 
present  or  future  years. 

4.  Transmission  operating  expenses 
are  calculated  for  one  year  beyond  test 
year. 

5.  FERC  Accounts  911-916  were 
discontinued. 

6.  “Small  Rate  Classes'*  are  a  minor 
portion  of  system  load. 

7.  Time-differentiated  accounted 
costs  are  not  used. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  ^e  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspectioiL  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  Ae  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C  20426,  cm  or 
before  October  16, 1981.  Within  that  45- 
day  period  such  person  must  also  serve 
a  copy  of  such  comments  on:  Ms.  P.  G. 
Rosput  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co..  77 
Beale  Street  31st  Floor.  San  Francisco. 
California  94106. 

Kennedi  F.  Plunib, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25445  Fded  8-31-81;  k46  «B| 

BtUJHG  CODE  6490  85-M 


[Docket  No.  QF81-41-0001 

Walter  Poock;  AppHcation  for 
Commission  Certification  of  QuaWylng 
Status  of  a  SmaH  Power  Production 
Facility 

August  26. 1981. 

On  July  7, 1961,  Walter  Poock  filed 
with  tile  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  an 
application  for  certification  of  a  facility 
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as  a  qualifying  small  power  production 
facility  pursuant  to  §^2.207  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

The  facility  is  a  Jacobs  10  kilowatt 
Wind  Electric  System  to  be  located  in 
Sumner,  Iowa.  The  primary  energy 
source  of  the  facility  is  wind.  No  electric 
utility,  electric  utility  holding  company 
or  any  combination  thereof  has  any 
ownership  interest  in  the  facility. 
Applicant  states  that  this  is  the  only  unit 
installed  at  the  site  owned  by  Walter 
Poock. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  1, 1981  and  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  Ae  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25446  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  6450-85-11 


[Docket  No.  RE81-126-000] 

'Public  Utility  District  Na  1  of  Cowlitz 
County;  Application  for  Exemption 

August  26. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Utility  District 
No.  1  of  Cowlitz  Coimty  (Cowlitz)  filed 
an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  under  section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act.  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
Subparts  B,  C,  D.  and  E. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Cowlitz  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons  (in  part): 

1.  An  alternate  program  for 
compliance  with  Ae  goals  of  PURPA  is 
proposed. 

2.  Cowlitz  is  a  distribution  system  and 
purchases  85%  of  its  toftal  energy 


requirement  fix)m  Bonneville  Power 
Administration. 

3.  Cowlitz  does  not  operate  generating 
capacity  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
system  load. 

4.  Over  70%  of  Cowlitz’s  energy  sales 
are  to  two  large  industrial  customers. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  NorA  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  or  or 
before  October  16, 1981.  Within  that  45- 
day  period  such  person  must  also  serve 
a  copy  of  such  comments  on:  Public 
Utility  District  District  No.  1  of  Cowlitz 
Coimty,  960  Commerce  Avenue, 
Longview,  Washington  98632. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25447  Filed  8-31-81;  8:48  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Na  RE81-122-000] 

Public  Utility  District  Na  1  of  Grays 
Harbor  County  Application  for 
Exemption 

AugU8t  26, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Utility  District 
No.  1  of  Grays  Harbor  County  (Grays) 
filed  an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  under  section  133  of 
the  public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act.  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
Subparts  B,  C,  D,  and  E. 

In  its  application  for  exemption.  Grays 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons  (in  part): 

1.  An  alternate  program  for 
compliance  with  Ae  goals  of  PURPA  is 
proposed. 

2.  Grays  is  a  distribution  system  and 
purchases  all  wholesale  energy  (95%  of 
requirement  from  Bonneville  Power 
Administration). 

3.  Grays’  system  peak  load  serves 
residential,  commercial,  and  industrial 
customers  (residential  and 
commercial — 65%). 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  ^e  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 


present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  ^e  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Comndssion,  825  Nor^  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  October  16, 1981.  Within  that  45- 
day  period  such  person  must  also  serve 
a  copy  of  such  comments  on:  Ferris 
Gilkey,  General  Manager,  Public  Utility 
District  No.  1  of  Grays  Harbor  County. 
P.O.  Box  480 — 2720  Sumner  Ave., 
Aberdeen,  Washington  98520. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25448  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am]  | 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Project  No.  3721-000] 

Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

August  25, 1981. 

'Take  notice  that  Puget  Sound  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  13, 1980,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(ay- 
825(r)]  for  Project  No.  3721  known  as  the 
Nooksack  Falls  Project  located  on  the 
North  Fork  of  the  Nooksack  River  in 
Whatcom  County,  Washington.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  &e 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Robert  Myers,  Vice  President, 

Generation  Resources,  Puget  Sound 
Power  &  Light  Company,  Puget  Power 
Building.  Bellevue,  Washington  98009. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  ofi  (1)  A  ^foot 
high,  72-foot  long  existing  rock-filled 
dam;  (2)  a  467-foot  long  existing 
concrete  flume,  a  566-foot  long  new  pipe 
and  a  1,025-foot  long  existing  tunnel;  (3) 
a  537-foot  long  existing  penstock  and  a 
550-foot  long  new  penstock:  (4)  an 
existing  powerhouse  with  total  installed 
capacity  of  1,700  kW  and  a  new 
powerhouse  with  total  installed  capacity 
of  10  MW;  and  (5)  a  7-mile  long.  55-kV 
existing  transmission  line,  a  new 
substation  and  a  new  100-foot  long,  55- 
kV  transmission  line  which  would 
connect  to  the  existing  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  production  would  be  56 
million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — Pi.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  Hie 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  24 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
technical,  environmental  and  economic 
studies:  and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
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application.  No  new  roads  would  be 
needed  for  conducting  these  studies.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
undertaking  these  studies  would  be 
$250,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  October  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specitied  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,'18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  conunents  Hied,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  ftis  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Regulatory  Commission,  Room 
208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of 
any  noticq  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 


of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-2S449  Filed  MS  am) 

8IUING  CODE  6450-SS-M 

[Project  No.  4160-0011 

Rangen  Research  Station;  Application 
for  Preiiminary  Permit 

Take  notice  that  Rangen  Research 
Station  (Applicant)  filed  on  June  4, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825{r)]  for  Project  No.  4160 
to  be  known  as  the  Rangen  Research 
Water  Power  Project  located  on 
Billingsley  Creek  in  Gooding  County, 
Idaho.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Vernon  Ravenscroft,  President, 
Consulting  Associates.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
893,  Boise,  Idaho  83701. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  100-foot 
long,  30-inch  diameter  penstock 
conveying  water  from  an  existing  canal 
to;  (2)  a  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  250  kW;  and  (3)  a 
0.25-mile  long,  34.5-kV  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing  Idaho 
Power  Service  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  1.564 
million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
engineering,  hydrological,  and  economic 
studies;  determine  effect  of  the  power 
project  on  fish  rearing;  and  prepare 
either  an  FERC  conduit  exemption  or  an 
FERC  license  application.  No  new  roads 
are  required  for  these  studies  which  are 
estimated  to  cost  between  $3,000  and 
$5,000.  ' 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  October  28, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)(1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 


obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  ^  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (I960). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  26, 1961. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filing  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION". 
“COMPETING  APPUCA'nON". 
“PROTEST’,  or  “raTITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission's 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  Nordi  Capitol  Street. 
NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fied  E. 
Springer.  ChieL  AppUcations  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  die  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-25450  Filed  S-3I-«;  MS  aa| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8541 


IDocket  No.  CP80-4851 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  C04 
Availability  of  Environmental 
Assessment 

August  28, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  above 
docket  that  on  September  1. 1961,  an 
environmental  assessment  (EA) 
prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  was 
made  available. 

This  EA  analyzes  an  application  by 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco)  for  a  limited-term 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  to  construct  and  operate 
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pipeline  taps  and  appurtenant  facilities 
for  the  injection  of  propane  to  enrich  the 
Btu  content  of  Treuisco's  gas  supply.  The 
project  would  provide  an  interim  source 
to  offset  the  anticipated  decline  in 
traditional  natural  gas  supplies.  Up  to 
220,000  dekatherms  per  day  would  be 
injected  during  the  winter  heating 
season  through  a  proposed  34-mile  long, 
10-inch  diameter  propane  pipeline  in 
Mississippi  and  a  proposed  21-mile  long, 
8-inch  diameter  propane  pipeline  in  the 
Carolines.  The  ^  concludes  that  the 
proposal  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 

Copies  of  the  EA  are  available  from 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Office  of  Congressional 
and  Public  Affairs.  Room  1000, 825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Comments  on  the  EA  from  interested 
persons  will  be  accepted  imtil 
September  30, 1981.  However,  pursuant 
to  the  schedule  established  by  the 
presiding  administrative  law  judge  for 
this  proceeding,  any  parties  in  this 
proceeding  wishing  to  contest  the  EA 
must  frle  motions  by  September  15, 1981. 
Comments  and  motions  should  be  fried 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Chris  Zerby,  (202)  357-9037. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  n-3SM7  Filed  S-S1-81-.  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  COOK  e46e-«S-« 


[Project  Na  4897-000] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  permit 

August  25. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  June  18, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  {pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)J  for  Project 
No.  4897  to  be  known  as  the  Causey 
Hydro  Project  located  on  the  Ogden 
River  in  Weber  County,  Utah.  ’Hie 
application  is  on  frle  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Sidney  G.  Baucom,  Executive  Vice 
President  &  General  Counsel,  Utah 
Power  &  Light  Company,  1407  West 
North  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84116. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  Bureau 
of  Reclamation’s  Causey  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  operated  and  maintained  by 
the  Weber  Basin  Water  Conservation 
District,  and  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  new 


penstock  utilizing  the  existing  outlet 
works  near  the  left  dam  abutment;  (2)  a 
new  powerhouse  containing  generating 
units  having  a  total  rated  capacity  of 
2,650  kW;  (3)  a  tailrace;  (4)  a  new  46-kV 
transmission  line,  8  miles  long;  and  (5) 
appurtenant  facilities.  ’The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  8,300,000  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  during  which  time  it  would 
prepare  studies  of  the  hydraulic, 
construction,  economic,  environmental, 
historic  and  recreational  aspects  of  the 
project.  Depending  on  the  outcome  of 
the  studies.  Applicant  would  prepare  an 
application  for  an  FERC  license. 
Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
$15,000. 

Competing  Applications. — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Utah  Hydro 
Corporation’s  application  for  Porject  No. 
3544  filed  on  October  8, 1980,  imder  18 
CFR  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
frling  competing  application  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed,  'llierefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  frle  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  frle 
comments  within  ffie  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  frle  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  frlings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tlfrs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
fried  by  providing  (he  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 


regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  frrst 
paragraph  of  this  notice 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25451  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BttXIMQ  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Project  No.  4787-000] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

August  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Applicant]  fried  on  June  3, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)J  for  Project 
No.  4787  to  be  known  as  the  Starvation 
Hydro  Project  located  on  the  Strawberry 
River  in  Duchesne  County,  Utah.  The 
application  is  on  frle  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Sidney  G.  Baucom,  Executive  Vice 
President  &  General  Counsel,  Utah 
Power  &  Light  Company,  1407  West 
North  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84116. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  Bureau 
of  Reclamation’s  Starvation  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  and  would  consist  of:  (1)  a 
new  penstock  utilizing  the  existing 
outlet  works  near  the  left  dam  abutment; 
(2)  a  new  powerhouse  containing 
generating  units  having  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  2,750  kW;  (3)  a  tailrace;  (4)  a 
new  69-kV  transmission  line,  one  mile 
long,  or  an  alternate  one,  6  miles  long; 
and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
aimual  energy  output  would  be 
12,860,000  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  constructioiL 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  during  which  time  it  would 
prepare  studies  of  the  hydraulic 
construction,  economic,  environmental 
historic  and  recreational  aspects  of  the 
project.  Depending  on  the  outcome  of 
the  studies.  Applicant  would  prepare  an 
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application  fw  an  FERC  license. 
Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
$25,000. 

Competing  Applications— ‘tias 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  City  of  Dudiesne, 
Utah’s  application  for  Project  No.  3564 
filed  on  Octobm*  14, 1980,  under  18  CFR 
4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  application  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  fUing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  6ind  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25462  Filed  8-31-61;  8:45  am| 

WLUNO  CODE  MSO-N-M 


[Docket  No.  RA81-S6-000] 

Young  Refining  Corp.;  Filing  of  Petition 

August  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Young  Refining 
Corporation  on  August  20. 1961  filed  a 
Petition  for  Review  imder  42  U.SX^. 
7194(b)  (1977)  (Supp.)  from  an  order  of 
the  ^cretary  of  ^ergy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 

Any  person  who  participated  in  die 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  fUe  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  September  9. 1981  widi  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  September  9, 1981 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  Qiergy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000,  825  North  Capitol  St..  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25453  Filed  6-31-81;  8:45  ain| 

BILLINQ  CODE  64S0-69-M 

(Docket  No.  RA81-S7-000] 

Young  Refining  Corp^  Filing  of  Petition 

August  25, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Young  Refining 
Corporation  on  August  20, 1961  filed  a 
Petition  for  Review  under  42  U.S.C. 
7194(b)  (1977)  (Supp.)  from  an  order  of 
the  Secretary  of  ^ergy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 


Any  person  mdio  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secietery 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  ^  a  notice  of  partkapatioo 
on  or  before  September  9. 1961  wi A  the 
Federal  Eneigy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C  2042S.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  wto  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affect^  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  September  9, 1981 
in  accordance  svith  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(eM3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Comndssion 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  a^  on  the 
Secretary  of  ^ergy  through  John 
McKeima,  Office  of  Gene^  Counsd. 
Department  of  Energy.  Room  ttf-OZS. 
1000  Independence  Avenne,  SW.. 
Washi^on.  D.C  20585. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000, 825  North  Capitol  St,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C  20428. 

Kenneth  F.  Phunb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doa  81-25454  POed  8-31-81;  8:45  aai 
BIUJNG  CODE  64SS-86  ■ 

[Docket  No.  RA81-5S-000] 

Young  Refining  Cotpl;  FHng  of  Petition 
for  Review  Under  42  liSJO.  7194 

August  25. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Young  Refining 
Corporation  on  August  20, 1981  filed  a 
Petition  for  Review  under  42  U.S.C 
7194(b)  (1977)  (Supp.)  fiom  an  order  of 
the  ^cretary  of  ^ergy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 

Any  person  who  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  die  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  file  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  September  9, 1981  with  the 
-  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N£., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportunity 
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to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  ^ptember  9, 1981 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.Wm 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000, 825  North  Capitol  St.,  N£., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

KeoaeA  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  81-25466  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  an] 

BHJJNG  CODE  6450-ei-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
[Docket  Na  81-52] 

Abbott  Hospitals,  hie.  v.  Puerto  Rico 
Maritime  Shipping  Authority;  Filing  of 
Complaint  and  Assignment 

Notice  is  given  that  a  complaint  filed 
by  Abbott  Hospitals,  Inc.  against  Puerto 
Rico  Maritime  Shipping  Authority  was 
served  August  21, 1981.  Complainant 
alleges  that  respondent  has  subjected  it 
to  payment  of  rates  for  ocean 
transportation  in  violation  of  sectioa 
18(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

This  proceeding  has  been  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  John  E. 
Cograve.  Hearing  in  this  matter,  if  any  is 
held,  shall  commence  within  the  time 
limitations  prescribed  in  46  CFR  502.61. 
The  hearing  shall  include  oral  testimony 
and  cross-examination  in  the  discretion 
of  the  presiding  officer  only  upon  proper 
showing  that  there  are  genuine  issues  of 
material  fact  that  cannot  be  resolved  on 
the  basis  of  sworn  statements, 
affidavits,  depositions,  or  other 
documents  or  that  the  nature  of  the 
matter  in  issue  is  such  that  an  oral 
hearing  and  cross-examination  are 
necessary  for  the  development  of  am 
adequate  record. 

Frarck  a  Hmaey, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Dsc.  81-75181  Piled  8-31-81;  8;46  an] 

BILUNG  OODE  S73S-81-M 


[Docket  Na  81-53] 

Abbott  Hospitals,  Inc.  v.  Trailer  Marine 
Transport  Corp.;  Filing  of  Complahrt 
and  Assignment 

Notice  is  given  that  a  complaint  filed 
by  Abbott  Hospitals,  Inc.  against  Trailer 
Marine  Transport  Corporation  was 
served  August  21, 1981.  Complainant 
alleges  that  respondent  has  subjected  it 
to  payment  of  rates  for  ocean 
transportation  in  violation  of  section 
18(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

This  proceeding  has  been  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  John  E. 
Cograve.  Hearing  in  this  matter,  if  any  is 
held,  shall  commence  within  the  time 
limitations  prescribed  in  46  CFR  502.61. 
The  hearing  shall  include  oral  testimony 
and  cross-examination  in  the  discretion 
of  the  presiding  officer  only  upon  proper 
showing  that  there  are  genuine  issues  of 
material  fact  that  cannot  be  resolved  on 
the  basis  of  sworn  statements, 
affidavits,  depositions,  or  other 
documents  or  that  the  nature  of  the 
matter  in  issue  is  such  that  an  oral 
hearing  and  cross-examination  are 
necessary  for  the  development  of  an 
adequate  record. 

Francis  C  Humey, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  81-25384  Pllad  8-31-81;  8:46  am] 

BtUMG  CODE  6730-S1-II 


Agreements  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  following 
agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Upping  Act  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  of  the  agreements 
and  the  justifications  offered  ffiereof  at 
the  Washington  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
N.W.,  Room  10327;  or  may  inspect  the 
agreements  at  the  Field  Offices  located 
at  New  York,  N.Y.;  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana;  San  Francisco,  California; 
Chicago,  Illinois;  and  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  Interested  parties  may  submit 
comments  on  each  agreement  including 
requests  for  hearing,  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  ^ 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or  before 
September  21, 1961.  Comments  should 
include  facts  and  arguments  ooncemiBg 
the  approval,  modification,  or 
disapproval  of  the  proposed  agreement. 
Comments  shall  discuss  with 
particularity  allegations  that  the 
agreement  is  unjustly  discriminatory  or 
u^air  as  between  carriers,  shippers, 
exporters,  importers,  or  ports,  or 


between  exporters  from  the  United 
States  and  their  foreign  competitors,  or 
operates  to  the  detriment  of  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  or  is 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  or  is  in 
violation  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  any  comments  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  and  the  statement  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Agreements  Nos.:  14-46  dnd  10107-11. 

Filing  Party.  Charles  F.  Warren, 
Esquire,  Warren  &  Associates,  P.C.,  1100 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036. 

Summary:  Agreements  Nos.  14-46  and 
10107-11  modify,  respectively,  the  basic 
agreements  of  the  Trans  Pacific  Freight 
Conference  (Hong  Kong)  and  F.M.C. 
Agreement  No.  10107  by  authorizing  die 
Agreement  Chairman/ Secretary  to 
execute  agreement  modifications  on 
behalf  of  ffie  parties. 

Agreements  Nos.:  5700-29  and  10108- 
7. 

Filing  Party.  Charles  F.  Warren, 
Esquire,  Warren  &  Associates,  P.C.,  1100 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036. 

Summary:  Agreements  Nos.  5700-29 
and  10108-7  would  amend,  respectively 
the  New  York  Freight  Bureau  Agreement 
and  Rate  Agreement  No.  10108  for  the 
purpose  of  enlarging  the  scopes  thereof 
to  cover  the  movement  of  cargo  to 
inland  points  and  ports  in  the  United 
States  via  Adantic  and  Gulf  Coast  ports. 

Agreements  Nos.:  8220-8  and  8420-9. 

Filing  Party:  Jefftey  W.  Lawrence, 
Esquire.  Billig,  Sher  &  Jones.  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Suite  300,  Washington, 

D.C.  20006. 

Summary:  Agreements  Nos.  8220-8 
and  8420-9  would  amend,  respectively, 
the  organic  agreements  of  the  North 
Atlantic/Israel  Freight  Conference  and 
the  Israel/U.S.  Norffi  Adantic  Ports 
Westbound  Freight  Conference  for  the 
purpose  of  incorporating  neutral  body 
self-policing  provisions,  expanding  the 
geographical  scopes  thereof  to  cover 
points  in  Israel  and  points  and  West  and 
Gulf  Coast  ports  in  the  United  States, 
authorizing  agreement  on  credit  rules, 
increasing  the  admission  fee,  amending 
the  quorum  and  voting  requirements, 
changing  the  rules  governing  suspension 
and  withdrawal  from  membership,  and 
other  ancillary  changes  attendant  with 
the  complete  revision  of  the  agreements. 

Agreement  No.:  9982  DR-4. 

Filing  Party:  Mr.  Howard  A.  Levy,  Ms. 
Patricia  R  Byrne,  Attorneys  at  Law,  17 
Battery  Place,  Suite  727,  New  York,  New 
York  10004. 

Summary:  Agreement  No.  9962  DR-4 
modifies  the  Scandinavia  Baltic/U.S. 
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North  Atlantic  Westbound  Freight 
Conference  Exclusive  Patronage  (Dual 
Rate]  Contract  System  to  extend  the 
duration  for  an  indefinite  term  beyond 
December  19, 1981. 

Agreement  No.:  9988-13. 

Filing  Party:  Mr.  Howard  A.  Levy,  Ms; 
Patricia  E.  Byrne,  Attorneys  at  Law,  17 
Battery  Place,  Suite  727,  New  York,  New 
York  10004. 

Summary:  Agreement  No.  9988-13 
would  amend  the  Continental-LhS.  Gulf 
Freight  Association  Agreement  by 
adding  new  language  to  Article  11  to 
provide  that  the  coherence  members 
may  appoint  a  U.S.  resident 
representative,  and  that  they  may 
appoint  the  Chairman  of  the  Gulf 
Eiut)pean  Freight  Association,  or  a 
member  of  his  staff,  for  that  purpose. 

His  duties  shall  include,  among  other 
things,  reporting  to  the  Association 
Chairman,  performing  such  functions  as 
the  Chairman  may  assign  and  delegate, 
including  committees  and  presiding  at 
meetings  held  in  North  America,  and 
assisting  the  Chairman  in  the 
implementation  of  shippers’  request  and 
complaint  procedures. 

Dated;  August  27, 1981. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Franda  C  Humey, 

Sacretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-28882  PHad  8-31-81;  8(46  am] 

BUJNG  CODE  STSO-OI-M 


[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  2055-R] 

Anthony  Transportation  Service;  Order 
of  Revocation 

On  July  29, 1981,  Anthony 
Transportation  Service,  719  Bradfield 
Rd.,  Houston,  TX  77060  requested  the 
Commission  to  revoke  its  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
2056-R. 

Therefore,  by  virtue  of  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  as  set  forth  in  Manual  of 
Orders,  Commission  Order  No.  201.1 
(Revised),  §  5.01(c),  dated  August  8, 

1977; 

It  is  ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  2055-R 
issued  to  Anthony  Transportation 
Service,  be  revoked  effective  July  29, 
1981. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
2055-R  issued  to  Anthony 
Transportation  Service  be  returned  to 
the  Commission  for  cancellation. 


It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Anthony 
Transportation  Service. 

Albert ).  Kling^  )r.. 

Director,  Bureau  of  Certification  and 
Licensing. 

|FR  Doc  81-25385  Filed  8-31-«;  8:45  am) 

BiUJNO  CODE  eTSO-OI-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Citizens  Bancshares  Corp.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Hoiding  Company 

Citizens  Bancshares  Corporation, 
Bedford,  Indiana,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(l])  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  60  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Citizens  National  Bank  of  Bedford, 
Bedford,  Indiana.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reseive  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  23, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciffcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  25, 1981. 

D.  Mkhael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36486  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BRUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Commerce  Group,  Inc.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Commerce  Savings 
Columbus,  Inc. 

Commerce  Group,  Inc.,  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c](8]  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8])  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2]],  for  permission  to 
acquire  voting  shares  of  Commerce 
Savings  Columbus,  Inc.,  Columbus, 
Nebraska. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  conduct  the  activities 
of  an  industrial  loan  and  investment 
company  authorized  by  the  laws  of 


Nebraska,  including  issuing  certificates 
of  indebtedness,  making  commerciaL 
consumer,  and  real  estate  loans,  and 
acting  as  agent  for  the  sale  of  credit  life, 
health  and  accident  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  'These 
activities  would  be  performed  from 
offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in 
Columbus,  Nebraska,  and  the 
geographic  areas  to  be  served  are  Platte 
and  Butler  counties,  and  parts  of  CoUisx, 
Madison,  Boone,  Nance  and  Merrick 
counties,  Nebraska.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  hold^  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accoidance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  wither 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competitiaii.  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outwei^ 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  imdue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompani^  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  apphcation  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  no  later  than  Septembo'  24, 
1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FV  Doc.  81-25438  FSed  8-81-81;  a4S  ibI 
BRUNO  CODE  SSW-OI-M 


Leland  National  Bancorp,  Inc4 
Fonnation  of  Bank  Hoiding  Company 

Leland  National  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Leland, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  less 
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directors’  qualifying  shares,  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Leland  National  Bank,  Leland, 
Illinois.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  appUcation  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  17, 
1961.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  August  25, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|PR  Ih>c.  n-264V  FSed  S-X-Bt  8:45  am| 

BUJN6  SSIO-OI-M 


United  Bancorporation  of  Wyoming, 
Inc.,  Fomtation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

United  Bcmcorporation  of  Wyoming, 
Inc.,  Jackson,  Wyoming,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Jackson 
State  Bank,  Jackson,  Wyoming.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.a  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  insiiected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boaid  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  12, 
1961.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  an!  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  25. 1981. 

D.  Mchael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25488  Ffied  8-81-81:  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  cooe  et10-01-M 


fF-81-111 

Secretary  of  Defense;  Revocation  of 
Delegations  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  revokes 
certain  delegations  of  authority  granted 
to  other  agencies  to  represent  the 
consumer  interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
communications  proceedings  which 
have  been  terminated. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation 
expires  on  August  31, 1981. 

4.  Revocation.  This  revocation 
identifies  those  delegations  which  are 
no  longer  in  force  due  to  completion  of 
the  proceedings  for  which  they  were 
issued.  Accordingly,  the  following  FPMR 
temporary  regulations  are  hereby 
revoked. 


Number  Date  Subiect 


F-t67 _  Feb.  14.  1973 _  Delegation  ol  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulaiory 
Proceedings. 

F-191 . . .  Aug.  16,  1973 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-221 .  Mw  16, 1974 _  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-329 _ _  Jan.  31,  1975 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-331 _ Feb.  26, 1975—.-  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-33e . .  Apr.  1<  1975.... _  Delegatioo  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-342 . Jane  1(L  1975 _  Oelegalion  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
F^oceedkigs. 

F-345 .  June  27.  1975 .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-354 . . .  Aug  29,  1975 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-367 .  Dec.  30,  1975..—...  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  ol 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. , 

F-374 _  Feb.  12.  1976 _ _  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-387 - May  14. 1978 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedkigs. 

F-390 ..—  May  25,  1976 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatoty 
Proceedbrgs. 

F-391 - May  29,  1976 _ Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 


Number  Date  Subject 


F-39S . - _  Aug  19.  1976-....-.  DefegaUon  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulaiory 
Proceedings. 

F-400 .  Sept.  22.  1976 _  Delogation  of  AuBiorify 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedngs. 

F-422 _ Apr.  4.  1977 _ DetogaUon  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulaiory 
Proceedings. 


F-426 _ _  May  19,  1977...—...  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Oelense— Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

F-428 . . . June  15,  1977 . .  Delegatfon  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

F-438 .  Aug  12,  1977 _  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-439 . .  Aug.  12.  1977.... DelegaBon  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-440 .... _ —  Aug.  27,  1961 ...— .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedtogs. 

F-441 _  Aug.  25.  1977  - _  Oelegalion  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Fh'oceedings. 

F-442 _ Aug  25. 1977....—  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of_ 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-443 .  Aug.  26,  1977... _ Oelegalion  of  Aulhority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

F-444 .  Sept  21.  1977 _  DelegaVon  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-447 .  CXa.  19.  1977 _  Delegation  of  Authority* 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-450... . .  Nov.  3.  1977 .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-451  — . -  Jan.  30,  1976.- .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

F-456 . Jatt.30. 1976 _ —  Delegation  Of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-4S7 _ Jett  30,  1976 _ —  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

F-468 . . Jatv  30, 1976 .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulaiory 
Proceedings. 

F-474 .  CX)l  16.  1978! .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Oelense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-475 .  Oct.  10,  1978...- .  Delegation  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Prooeedinge. 

F-476 . . Oea20, 1978 _ Oelegalion  of  Authority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

F-470 . . Dec.  20, 1978—  Oelegalion  of  Aulhority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Flegufetory 
Proceedings. 

F-481 - -  Jan.  26. 1979..... .  Oelegalion  of  Aulhority 

to  the  Secretary  of 
Defenso  Regulatory 
Proceedings. 
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_  Sept  21,  1079.™ 


Delegation  of  Auttxinty 
to  the  Secre^  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Detegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Deferrse — Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regutatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedirrgs. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedirrgs. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulalory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

.  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defertse — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

.  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Seaetary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Proceedings. 

.  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

.  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulatoty 
Proceedirtgs. 

.  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense — Regulatory 
Proceedings. 

,  Delegation  of  Authority 
to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense— Regulalory 
Proceedings. 


Dated:  August  21, 1981. 

Ray  Kline, 

Acting  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  01-29301  Piled  8-81-01;  8:45  am| 

BtUMM  CODE  M20-28-M 


Apr.  24,  1980 _ 


_  May  15,  1980 . . 


Aug.  5,  1980 . . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

General  and  Plastic  Surgery  Device 
Section  of  the  Surgical  and 
Rehabilitation  Devices  Panel;  Agenda 
Clarification 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  clarifies  the 
agenda  of  a  meeting  of  the  General  and  ^ 
Plastic  Surgery  Device  Section  of  the 
Surgical  and  Rehabilitation  Devices 
Panel  scheduled  for  September  24  and 
25, 1981.  The  meeting  was  announced  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  August  21, 1981 
(46  FR  42531).  The  agenda  is  clarified  as 
follows: 

Open  committee  discussion.  The 
committee  will  discuss  premarket 
approval  applications  for  absorbable 
hemostatic  agents  (P810006  and  P810040) 
and  premarket  approval  applications 
originally  submitted  as  new  drug 
applications  for  surgical  sutures  (NDA 
18-331  and  NDA  of  18-387). 

Closed  presentation  of  data.  The 
committee  will  discuss  data  presented 
by  sponsors  of  premarket  approval 
applications  for  absorbable  hemostatic 
agents  (P810006  and  P810040)  and 
premarket  approval  applications 
originally  submitted  as  new  drug 
applications  for  surgical  sutures  (NDA 
18^31  and  NDA  18-387).  This  portion  of 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  permit 
discussion  of  trade  secret  data  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)). 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
committee  will  discuss  premarket 
approval  applications  for  absorbable 
hemostatic  agents  (P810006  and  P810040) 
and  premarket  approval  applications 
originally  submitted  as  new  drug 
applications  for  surgical  sutures  (NDA 
18-331  and  NDA  18-387).  This  portion  of 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  permit 
discussion  of  trade  secret  data  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)). 

Applications  for  reimbursement.  Must 
be  received  by  September  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  F.  Parrish,  Bureau  of  Medical 
Devices  (HFK-410),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  8757  Georgia  Ave., 

Silver  Spring,  MD  20910,  301-427-7156. 

Dated:  August  27, 1981. 

Mervin  H.  Shumate, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25810  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

Allergy  and  Immunology  Study 
Section,  et  aL;  October-November 
1981  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  the 
following  study  sections  for  October 
through  November  1981,  and  the 
individuals  fitim  whom  summaries  of 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members  may  be  obtained. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  to  discuss  administrative  details 
relating  to  Study  Section  business  for 
approximately  one  hour  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  session  of  the  first  day  of  the 
meeting.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available.  These 
meetings  will  be  closed  thereafter  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6). 
Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L  92-463,  for  the  review,  discussioa 
and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  of  commercial  propoty 
such  as  patentable  materiaL  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

The  Grants  Inquiries  Office,  Division 
of  Research  Grants,  Westwood  Building, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205,  telephone  area  code 
301-496-7441  will  furnish  summaries  of 
the  meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members.  Substantive  program 
information  may  be  obtained  from  each 
ge  a01se3.120Executive  Secretary  whose 
name,  room  number,  and  telephone 
number  are  listed  below  each  study 
section.  Anyone  planning  to  attend  a 
meeting  should  contact  the  Executive 
Secretary  to  confirm  the  exact  meeting 
time.  All  times  are  A.M.  unless 
otherwise  specified. 


Odober- 

Study  section  Novetnber  1901  T«n* 
mootings 


Allergy  and 
Immunology. 
Dr.  Morton 
Reitman, 

Rm.  320. 

Tel.  301- 
496-7380. 
Bacteriology 
and 

Mycology-1, 
Dr.  Milton 
Gordoa  Rm. 
304,  TeL 
301-496- 
7340. 


8:30  HoMayMn, 


8:30  HoM^bM. 
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Octobor- 

Shidy  section  Movent  1961  Tme  Location 
meetings 


October* 

Study  section  November  1961  Tene  Location 
meetings 


October- 

Study  section  November  1961  Tune  Location 
meetings 


OoL  29-31  _ 

9:00  Holiday  Inn. 

Od  28-30 

Nov.  4-6 . 

9«0 

Holiday  htn. 

and 

Georgetown, 

Radiology. 

31C. 

Develop- 

Georgetown. 

Mycology-2. 

DC 

Dr. 

Bethesda. 

men!  and 

DC. 

Or  William 

Catharine 

MD. 

Aging-2.  Dr. 

Branche.  Jr., 

Wingate, 

Samuel 

RmL436. 

Rm.  219. 

Rawlings. 

Tel.  301- 

Tel.  301- 

Rm.  305, 

496-1862. 

496-7650. 

Tel.  301- 

Oct  21-23 _ _ 

Oct  19-21 _ 

'3HX>  Linden  HM 

496-7640 

Medicine, 

Hotel, 

Mr.  Morris 

Hotel, 

Human 

Oct  28-30 _ 

6:30 

Linden  Hill 

Dr.  Joan 

Washington, 

M.  Graff. 

Bethesda. 

Embryology. 

Hotel 

Rittenhouse. 

DC 

Rm.  333, 

MO. 

and 

Bethesda. 

Rm.  203. 

Tel.  301- 

Develop- 

MD. 

Tel.  301- 

496-7346. 

ment.  Dr 

406-7109  - 

Epidemiology 

Oct  20-23 _ 

6:30  Holiday  Inn, 

Arthur 

Biocbemicsl 

Oct  26-30 _ 

8:30  Room  4,  Bldg. 

and  Disease 

Georgetown. 

Hoversland 

EndochnoL 

31A. 

Control,  Dr. 

DC 

Rm.  221, 

ogy.  »■ 

Bethesda. 

Ann 

Tel.  301- 

Norman 

MO 

Schlueder- 

496-7597 

Gold.  Rm 

berg,  Rm. 

Immunobio- 

Oct  26-30 _ 

8:30 

Linden  HN 

22a  Tel 

203,  Tel 

logy.  Dr. 

Hotel. 

301-496- 

301-496- 

WHIiam 

Bethesda, 

7430. 

7246. 

Stylos.  Rm 

MD 

Hov.  4-7 . . 

Oct.  27-2». 

225,  Tel 

Dr.  AdolptMS 

Washington. 

Cardkrvascu- 

Bethesda. 

301-496- 

Tolivor,  Rm. 

DC 

lar  Sciences, 

MD 

7780 

316.  Tel 

Dr.  Richard 

Immunological 

Oct.  21-23 _ 

6:30 

Room  6,  Bldg. 

301-496- 

Peabody. 

Scimces, 

31C. 

7516. 

Rm.  234, 

Dr.  Lottie 

Bethesda, 

Bio-Organic 

Oct.  21-23 _ 

9:00  Ramada  Inn. 

Tel.  301- 

KornteW. 

MD 

and  Natural 

Bethesda. 

496-7946 

Rm.  233. 

Products 

MO. 

Experimerdal 

Oct  21-2* _ 

8:30  Executive 

Tel.  301- 

Ctiemisay. 

Immunology. 

House. 

496-7179. 

'  Dr.  Michael 

Dr.  David 

Washington.  ' 

Mammelian 

Nov  12-14....- . 

6:30 

Holiday  Inn, 

Rogers,  Rm. 

Lavrin,  Rm. 

DC. 

Genetics.  Dr. 

Georgetown. 

A-27.  Tel. 

222.  Tel. 

Elliott 

DC 

301-496- 

301-496- 

Stonehih. 

» 

7107 

7238. 

Rm.  349, 

Biophysical 

Oct  14-16 . . 

630  Room  8.  Bldg. 

Experimental 

Oct  21-24 _ 

>1^30  Kenwood 

Tel.  301- 

Chemisiry. 

31C. 

Therapeu- 

County  Club. 

496-7271 

Dr.  John 

Bethesda, 

tics.  Or.  ha 

Bethewia. 

Medicinal 

Nov.  19-21 _ _ 

BMI 

Hohdey  Inn, 

Wolff.  Rm 

MD 

Kline,  Rm. 

MO. 

Chemistry, 

Georgetown. 

236.  Tel. 

319,  Tel 

Dr.  Ronald 

DC 

301-496- 

301-496- 

Dubois,  Rm 

7070. 

7639. 

A-27,  Tel 

Bio- 

Nov.  16-20 _ 

9:00  Wellington 

Experimental 

Oot  16-21 _ 

'  ZM  Room  9,  Bldg.  | 

301-491- 

Psychology. 

Holiday  Inn, 

Virology.  Or 

31C, 

.7107. 

Dr.  A.  Kellh 

Washington, 

Eugene 

Bethesda. 

Metabolism. 

Nov  5-7 . . 

8:30 

Room  10, 

Munay.  Rm 

DC 

Zebovitz. 

MD. 

Dr.  Robert 

BMg.  31C. 

220,  Tel. 

Rm.  206, 

Leonard, 

Bethesda. 

301-499- 

Tel.  301- 

Rm.  339. 

MO. 

7056. 

496-7474. 

Tel.  301- 

OoL  26-30- 

8:00  UnHorm 

OoL  26-27 _ 

496-7091. 

and 

Services 

Medicine  A. 

Bldg.  31C. 

Uetallobioche- 

Oct.  16-17 _ 

9:00 

Holiday  Inn, 

Pulmonary. 

Univ.. 

Dr.  Harold 

Bethesda. 

mistry.  Dr. 

Georgetown, 

Dr. 

Bethesda 

Davidsoa 

MD. 

Marjam  - 

DC 

Constance 

MD 

Rm.  354. 

Behar,  Rm. 

E. 

Tel.  301- 

310,  Tel. 

Weinstein. 

496-7797. 

301-496- 

Rm.  2A-04, 

General 

Oct  27-29 _ 

6:30  Holiday  Inn, 

7733. 

Tel.  301- 

Medicine  B. 

Gecygetown. 

Microbial 

Od  21-23. . . 

8:30 

Holiday  hm. 

496-7316. 

Dr.  Antonia 

DC. 

Physiology. 

Bethesda, 

Cardovasoular 

Oct  26-30 _ 

8:30  Westpark 

Novello,  Rm. 

Dr.  Martin 

MO. 

arid  RenM, 

Hotel, 

322,  Tel 

1 

Slater,  Rm. 

Dr 

Rosslyn,  VA. 

301-496- 

238.  Tel. 

Rosemary 

7730. 

301-496- 

Morris,  Rm 

Genetics.  Dr. 

Oct.  22-24 _ 

9:00  Room  9,  Bldg. 

7183. 

321,  Tel 

David 

31C. 

Molecular 

Od  22-24 . 

8:30 

Holiday  Inn. 

301-496- 

Remondinl 

Bethesda. 

Biology,  Dr 

Bethesda, 

7901. 

Rm.  349, 

MD. 

Donald 

MO. 

Cell  Biology, 

Oot  26-30 . . 

8:30  Landow  Bldg.. 

Tel.  301- 

Disque,  Rm. 

•• 

Dr.  Gerald 

Rm.  A, 

496-7271 

328.  Tel 

Greenhouse. 

Bethesda. 

Hematology. 

Nov.  4-6 . . 

BKX)  In-Town  Motel. 

301-496- 

Rm.  306. 

MD. 

Dr.  Clartt 

Bethesda. 

7830. 

Tel  301- 

Lum,  Rm. 

MD. 

Molecular  and 

Od  16-18 _ 

6:30 

Holiday  hm 

496-7681. 

355,  Tel. 

Cellular 

Georgetown. 

Chemical 

Oct.  13-15 . 

8:00  Holiday  Inn. 

301-496- 

Biophysics. 

DC 

Pathology, 

Bethesda. 

7508. 

Dr.  James 

Or.  Edmund 

MD. 

Human 

Oot  28-30 _ 

8:30  Gramercy  Inn, 

Cassatt  Rm. 

Cop6l8nd, 

Develop- 

Washhigton. 

236.  Tel 

Rm.  363, 

ment  and 

DC. 

301-496- 

Tel.  301- 

Aging-1.  Dr. 

7060. 

496-7076. 

Teresa 

Molecular 

Od  22-24 _ 

8:30 

Room  7,  Bldg. 

Communicadve 

Oct.  26-30 . 

8:30  Holiday  Inn, 

Levitin,  Rm. 

Cytology.  Dr 

31C. 

Sctenoes, 

Chevy 

303,  Tel. 

Ramesh 

Bethesda. 

Dr.  Michael 

Chase.  MD. 

301-496- 

Nayak.  Rm. 

MC 

Hataaz.  Rm 

7025. 

233.  Tel. 

225,  Tel. 

301-496- 

301-496- 

7149 

7560. 

/ 
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study  section 


Neurological 

Scien^, 

Dr.  Edwin 
Bartos,  Rm. 
439,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7279. 

Neurology  A, 

Dr.  William 
Morris,  Rm. 
326,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7096. 

Neurology  B, 
Dr.  Willard 
McFarland, 
Rm.  2A-03, 
Tel.  301- 
496-7422. 
Nutrition,  Dr. 
John 
Schubert 
Rm.  204, 

Tel.  301- 
496-7178. 
Oral  Biology 
and 

Medicine, 

Dr.  Thomas 
Tarpley,  Jr., 
Rm  325, 

Tel.  301- 
496-7818. 
Orthopedics 
and 

Musculoske¬ 
letal.  Ms. 
Ileen 

Stewart,  Rm. 
350,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7581. 

Pathobiological 
Chemistry, 
Dr.  Clarice 
Gaylord. 

Rm.  A-26. 
Tel.  301- 
496-7820. 
Pathology  A, 
Dr.  Harold 
Waters,  Rm. 
337,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7306. 

Pathology  B. 
Dr.  Earl 
Fisher,  Rm. 
352,  Tel. 
301-496- 
'7244. 

Pharmacology. 
Dr.  Joseph 
Kaiser,  Rm. 
206,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7408. 
Physical 
Biochemis¬ 
try.  Dr. 
Jeanne 
Ketley,  Rm 
218,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7120. 

Physiological 
Chemistry, 
Dr.  Harry 
Brodie,  Rm. 
339,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7837. 

Physietogy.  Dr. 
Martin 
Frank,  Rm 
209,  Tel. 
301-496- 
7878. 


October- 
November  1981 
meetings 


Nov.  4-7..... 


Oct.  28-30.. 


Oct  26-28. 


Oct  28-31. 


Oct.  28-30 _ 


Oct.  27-29 - 


Location 

study  section 

November  1981 
meetings 

Tune  '  Location 

Room  9,  Bldg. 

RaiSaiion,  Dr. 

Nov.  2-4 . 

90)  Holiday  bin. 

31C, 

Robert 

Chevy 

Bethesda, 

Straube, 

Chase,  MD. 

MD. 

Rm.  219, 

Tel.  301- 

496-7073. 

Reproductive 

Oa  19-22 _ 

80)  Ramada  hm. 

Room  8,  Bldg. 

Biology,  Dr. 

Bethesda, 

31C. 

Dharam 

MO. 

Bethesda. 

Dhindsa, 

MO. 

Rm.  307, 

Tel.  301- 

496-7318. 

Shoreham 

Social 

Oct.  23-25 — . . 

8:30  Dupont  Plaza 

Hotel, 

Sciences 

Hotel, 

Washington. 

and 

Washngloa 

DC. 

Population, 

DC. 

Ms.  Carol 

Campbell, 

Room  9,  Bldg. 

Rm.  210, 

31C, 

Tel.  301- 

Bethesda, 

496-7906. 

MO. 

Surgery, 

Oct  22-23 . 

8:30  Westpark 

Anesthesi- 

Hotel, 

ology  and 

Rosslyn,  VA. 

Holiday  Inn, 

Trauma,  Or. 

Silvw 

Keith 

Spring,  MD. 

Kraner,  Rm. 

319,  Tel. 

301-496- 

7771. 

Surgery  and 

Oct  29-30 - 

8:00  Room  6,  Bldg. 

Bioengineer- 

31C, 

Room  8,  Bldg. 

ing.  Dr.  Joe 

Bethesda, 

31C. 

Atkinson, 

MO. 

Bethesda, 

Rm.  303A. 

MO. 

Tel  301- 

496-7506. 

Toxicology. 

Oct  28-30 . . 

8:30  Hobday  hm. 

Faye 

Washington. 

Calhoun, 

DC. 

Rm.  205, 

Room  7,  Bldg. 

Tel.  301- 

31C, 

496-7570 

Bethesda, 

Tropical 

oa  26-28 - 

8:30  Undorm 

MO. 

Medicine 

Services 

and 

umv. 

Parasitology. 

Bethesda, 

Dr.  Betty 

MD. 

Westpark 

June  Myers. 

Hotel, 

Rm.  222, 

Rosslyn,  VA. 

Tel.  301- 

496-7494. 

Virology,  Or. 

oa  22-24 _ 

8.30  Room  10, 

Claire 

Bldg.  31C. 

Holiday  Ina 

Winestock, 

Bethesda, 

Bethesda, 

Rm  309, 

.  MD. 

MO. 

Tel.  301- 

496-7605. 

Visual 

oa  28-30  . . 

9:00  Shoreham 

Sciences  A, 

HoteL 

Holiday  bm. 

Dr.  Orvil 

Washington, 

Bethesda. 

BokKian, 

DC. 

MD. 

Rm.  205, 

Tel.  301- 

496-7280. 

Visual 

Now.  18-21 - 

9:00  Hobday  bm. 

Marriott  Hotel, 

Sciences  B, 

Qeorgetowa 

Bethesda, 

Dr.  Luigi 

DC. 

MD. 

Giacometti, 

Rm.  325, 

Tel.  301- 

496-7251. 

1  '  Derxites  p.m 

Holiday  Inn, 

Ros^n,  VA. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 

Program  Nos.  13.306. 13.333, 13.337. 13.393- 

13.396, 13.837-13.844, 13.846-13.878. 13.892, 

13.893,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  HHS) 

Holiday  Inn, 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 

Chase,  MD 

Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 

of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 

section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  August  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25428  Filed  S-31-S1:  S46  aa| 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-<W-« 


Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases 
Advisory  Committee,  National  Institute 
of  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases, 
October  1-2, 1981  at  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31C, 
Conference  Room  8,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  October  1  from  approximately  8:30  to 
9:00  a.m.  to  discuss  program  policy  and 
issues.  Attendance  by  ttie  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code,  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-463,  the 
meeting  of  the  Committee  will  be  closed 
to  the  public  for  the  review,  evaluation, 
and  discussion  of  individual  grant 
applications  and  contract  proposals 
from  9:00  a.m.  until  approximately  5dX) 
p.m.  on  October  1  and  bom  9:00  ajn. 
until  approximately  noon  on  October  2, 
1981. 

These  applications,  proposals,  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
application  and  proposals,  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly 
imwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Mr.  Robert  L  Schreiber,  Chief,  Office 
of  Research  Reporting  and  Public 
Response,  National  Institute  of  Allergy 
and  Infectious  Diseases,  Building  31, 
Room  7A32,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205, 
telephone  (301)  496-5717,  will  provide 
summaries  of  Ae  meetings  and  rosters 
of  the  Committee  members  as  requested. 

Dr.  Susan  B.  Spring,  Executive 
Secretary,  Microbiology  and  Infectious 
Diseases  Advisory  Committee,  NIAID. 
NIH,  Westwood  Building,  Room  706, 
telephone  (301)  496-7465,  will  provide 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.855,  Hiarmalogical  Sdeoces; 
13.856,  Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases 
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Research,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-9S  because  they  bt  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate"  ia 
section  8(b)(4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  August  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  S1-Z5425  Filed  S-31-61:  S;48  aiB| 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-08-M 


Public  Health  Service 

Health  Care  Technology  Study 
Section;  Renewal  of  Advisory 
Committee 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Pub.  L  92-463  (5  U.S.C. 
Appendix  I),  the  OfHce  of  the  Assistant 
S^retary  for  Health  announces  the 
renewal  by  the  Secretary,  HHS,  with 
conciurence  by  the  General  Services 
-  Administration,  of  the  following 
advisory  committee: 

Designation:  Health  Care  Technology  Study 
Section. 

Purpose:  The  Study  Section  shall  advise  the 
Secretary  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Director,  National  Center  fw  Health  ' 
Services  Research,  and  the  Director, 
National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology,  on  research  grant  applications 
in  the  information  sciences  (computer 
science,  communications  technology), 
decision  sciences  (operations  research, 
industrial  engineering,  healthcare 
administration),  technology  assessment, 
bioengineering,  and  related  flelds  as 
applied  to  hospital-based,  ambulatory,  and 
commimity  health  car?.  The  members  of 
this  Study  Section  shall  survey,  as 
scientific  leaders,  the  status  of  research  in 
their  field. 

Authority  for  this  Committee  will 
expire  on  October  31, 1981,  unless  the 
Secretary,  HHS,  with  the  concurenoe  of 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
formally  determines  that  continuance  is 
in  the  public  interest. 

Wayne  C.  Richey,  ^r., 

Acting  Executive  Secretary,  Office  of  Health 
Research,  Statistics  and  Technology, 

(FR  Doo.  81-25396  Filed  6-41-Sl;  8:45  an| 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-86-M 


Health  Services  Research  and 
Developmental  Grants  Review 
Committee;  Renewal  of  Advisory 
Committee 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Pub.  L  92-463  (5  U.S.C. 
Appendix  I),  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  announces  the 
renewal  by  the  Secretary,  HHS,  with 
concurrence  by  the  General  Services 
Administration,  of  the  following 
advisory  committee: 


Designation:  Health  Services  Research  and 
Developmental  Grants  Review  Committee. 
Purpose;  The  Committee  shall  advise  the 
Secretary  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Director,  National  Center  for  Health 
Services  Research,  concerning  the 
scientific  and  technical  merit  of  health 
services  research  grant  applications. 

Grant  applications  considered  by  the  two 
Subcommittees  of  this  Committee  fall  into 
two  general  types.  One  type  of  application 
involves  primarily  analysis  and  the  use  of 
economic,  statistical,  and  other  theoretical 
approaches  to  examine  problems  associated 
with  the  delivery  of  health  services.  The 
other  type  of  application  involves  the 
analysis  of  the  data  that  derive  from  both 
large  and  small  scale  experiments  and 
demonstrations  which  are  designed  to  test 
more  cost-effective  or  efficient  ways  to 
provide  health  services. 

Authority  for  this  Committe  will 
expire  on  October  31, 1961,  unless  the 
Secretary,  HHS,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
formally  determines  that  continuance  is 
in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  August  24, 1981. 

Wayne  C.  Richey,  )r., 

Aoting  Executive  Secretary,  Office  of  Health 
Research,  Statistics  and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25397  Filed  S-31-81: 8:46  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-8S-M 


National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology;  Workshop  on  Reuse  of 
Hemodlalyzers 

The  National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology  (Center]  annotmces  that  it  is 
sponsoring  a  workshop  on  the  reuse  of 
hemodialyzers  used  in  treatment  of 
patients  suffering  from  End-Stage  renal 
disease  (ESRD).  The  workshop  will  take 
place  at  the  Lister  Hill  Center,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 

Maryland,  November  2-3, 1981  (9:00  am 
to  500  pm  each  day). 

Based  on  the  deliberations  of  this 
workshop,  a  PHS  recommendation  will 
be  formulated  to  assist  those  Federal 
agencies  with  ESRD  responsibilities  and 
other  interested  outside  groups 
concerned  with  the  safety  and  clinical 
e^ectiveness  of  this  practice.  The 
number  of  presentations  will  be 
determined  on  a  “time-permitting”  basis. 
Those  wishing  to  present  information 
concerning  the  safety  and  clinical 
e^ectiveness  of  this  practice  are  invited 
to  submit  abstracts  to  the  Center  no 
later  than  September  18, 1981.  Abstracts 
should  be  no  longer  than  one 
typewritten  page  (250  words). 

Written  material  should  be  submitted 
to:  Mr.  Dennis  J.  Cotter,  Division  of 
Medical  and  Scientific  Evaluation, 
National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology,  Room  17A-29,  Parklawn 


Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rodcville, 
Maryland  20857. 

For  further  information  contact  Mr. 
Cotter  at  the  above  address  or  by 
telephone  (301)443-4990. 

Dated:  August  24, 1961. 

Wayne  C.  Richey,  Jr., 

Acting  Executive  Secretary,  Office  of  Health 
Research,  Statistics,  and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25395  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-85-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[Serial  Number  A  17000-D] 

Arizona;  Notice  of  Classification  of 
Public  Lands  for  State  Indemnity 
Selection 

In  Federal  Register  Document  81- 
22464  appearing  on  pages  39479  and 
39460  of  the  issue  for  August  3, 1981,  the 
following  changes  should  be  made  for 
application  A  17000-D: 

Under  T.  6  N.,  R.  4  W.,  Section  26:  BV4W 
should  be  EV^WVk. 

Dated:  August  24, 1961. 

William  K.  Barker, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Dac.  81-25386  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am) 

BNXINCI  CODE  4310-84-M 


[CA  7171  WR.CA  7215  WR] 

California;  Revocation  of  Small  Tract 
Classification  Nos.  11  and  14 

August  21, 1961. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
Bureau  Order  No.  701  of  July  23, 1964  (29 
FR  10526],  the  following  orders 
classifying  lands  under  the  Small  Tract 
Act  of  June  1, 1938  (52  Stat.  609;  U.S.C. 
6e2a),  as  amended,  which  thereby 
segregated  the  lands  from  appropriatioa 
under  all  other  public  land  laws, 
including  location  under  the  United 
States  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.  Chap  2), 
are  hereby  revoked  in  their  entirety: 

1.  Small  Tract  Classification  No.  14  of 
December  2, 1941,  as  amended, 
published  in  Federal  Register  Vol.  6,  No. 
240,  page  6364,  December  11, 1041: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  14  S.,  R.  2  E.. 

Sec.  7,  lots  13, 14. 16, 19,  20, 23,  24,  25,  and 
26  (all  in  formerly  surveyed  lots  1,  2,  and 
3),  NEy4NEy4: 

Sec.  8,  WV4NWy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  159.6Z  acres 
in  San  Diego  County. 

2.  Small  Tract  Classification  No.  11  of 

December  2, 1941,  published  in  Federal 
Register  Vol.  6,  No.  240,  page  636S, 
December  11, 1941:  *  . 
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San  BemardiDO  Merkyian 
T.  13  S.,  R.  4  E., 

Sec.  15,  lots  5,  8. 9, 10, 11,  and  12, 
N‘4NEy4NE‘/4  SV2NWy4NEy4NWy4. 
Nwy4,  Ny2sy!NEy4Nwy4, 
WM!Swy4Nwy4,  swy4NEy4Swy4Nwy4. 
and  that  land  situated  within  the 
boundaries  of  unpatented  Copper  Butte 
Lode  and  Red  Hill  Lode  mining  claims 
(all  in  formerly  surveyed  EV&NWyi, 
swy4Nwy4),  Nwy4swy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
approximately  138  acres  in  San  Diego 
County.  . 

3.  Of  the  lands  described  in 
paragraphs  1  and  2,  the  following  remain 
in  Federal  ownership: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  14  S..  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  7,  NEy4NEy4. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  4  E., 

Sec.  15,  lots  8  and  9,  NW^iSWV^,  and  that 
land  situated  within  the  boundaries  of 
nnpatented  Copper  Butte  Lode  and  Red 
Hill  Lode  mining  claims. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
approximately  124  acres  in  San  Diego 
County. 

4.  The  Small  Tract  Act  of  1938  was  < 
ropaaled  by  Section  702  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
October  21, 1976  (90  Stat.  2789);  the 
Glassifications,  therefore,  serve  no  useful 
purpose. 

5.  At  IQKX)  a.m.  on  October  5, 1981,  the 
public  lands  affected  by  this  order  shall 
be  open  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws,  generally,  including  location  under 
the  mining  laws,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals  and  classifications,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  laws. 

6.  Several  small  tracts  of  land 
scattered  throughout  the  legal 
subdivisions  described  in  paragraphs  1 
and  2  have  been  patented  pursuant  to 
the  Small  Tract  Act  under  which  the 
mineral  estates  are  reserved  to  the 
United  States.  Until  appropriate  rules 
and  regulations  are  issued  by  the 
Secretary,  the  minerals  on  these 
nonpublic  lands  will  not  be  subject  to 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Room  E- 
2841,  Federal  Building,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  California  95825. 
Richard  F.  lohnson. 

Acting  State  Director, 

|FR  Doc.  81-26300  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  an) 
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[INT  FEIS  81-36] 

Hualapai-Aqijarius  Final  Grazing 
Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Availability 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  final 
environmental  impact  statement  (FEIS). 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  the  BLM  has  prepared  a 
FEIS  on  the  proposed  grazing 
management  program  for  the  Hualapai- 
Aquarius  Planning  Area,  Mohave  and 
Yavapai  Counties,  Arizona. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMATION:  The  FEIS 
is  to  be  used  in  conjunction  with  the 
DEIS.  The  final  statement  is  made  op  of 
the  oral  and  written  comments  received 
and  our  responses  to  those  comments. 

Comments  on  the  final  statement  can 
be  submitted  within  30  days  of  this 
notice,  to  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  2400  Valley  Bank 
Center,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85073. 

A  limited  number  of  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  State 
Director  at  the  above  address,  the 
District  Manager,  Biueau  of  Land 
Management,  2929  W.  Clarendon, 
I%oenix,  Arizona  85017,  and  the  Area 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
2475  Beverly  Avenue,  Kingman,  Arizona 
86401. 

Public  reading  copies  will  be  available 
for  review  at  the  following  locations: 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior  Building,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240;  Telephone  (202)  343-5717 
Arizona  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  2400  Valley  Bank 
Center,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85073, 
Telephone  (602)  241-3706 
Phoenix  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  2929  W.  Clarendon 
Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85017, 
Telephone  (602)  261-2501 
Kingman  Resource  Area,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  2475  Beverly  Avenue, 
Kingman,  Arizona  86401,  Telephone 
(602)  757-4011 
Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

Clair  M.  Whitlock, 

State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-26480  PUed  8-31-81: 8:46  an) 
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IM 44367] 

Montana;  Notice  of  Conveyance 

August  24, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  sec.  206  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (43  U.$.C. 


1716)  and  the  regulaticms  in  43  CFR  Part 
2200,  a  patent  issued  to  Donald  L  Wolff 
and  Charlotte  E.  Wolff  on  July  21, 1961, 
for  the  following  described  Iwd  in 
Carter  County: 

,  Principal  Meridian 
T.  1 S..  R.  59  E., 

Sec.  29,  SV4SWV4;  and 
Sec.32.EV4. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  50  E.. 

Sea  12.  SWV4NWV4  and  SEV^SWVk. 
Aggregating  490  acres. 

A  warranty  deed  issued  to  the  United 
States  for  the  following  land,  whidi 
becomes  public  land  subject  to 
administration  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Montana  State  Office: 

Principal  Meridian 
T.2S.,R.58E., 

Sec.  1,  SEV4:  and 
Sea  12.  NEV4. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  59  E., 

Sea  7.  Lots  1, 2, 3,  and  4;  and 
Sea  18.  Lot  1. 

Aggregating  803.11  acres. 

Eugene  D.  RusscD, 

Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Sernoee, 

PK  Ooa.  n-a6484  PiM  s-n-ak  SMS  an| 

BAUNQ  COK  4S1S-e4-«l 

Bureau  of  Redamalfon 

Regulatory  Storage  DMaiow,  Central 
Arizona  Project,  Arizona;  kilenl  To 
Prepare  a  Draft  Environmental  bnpoct 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  die 
National  Environmental  I^licy  Ac:t  eff 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
proposes  to  prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  on  the  Regulatory 
Storage  Division,  Central  Arizona 
Project  (CAP),  Arizona.  This  feature  of 
the  CAP  currendy  is  being  investigated 
under  the  tide  Central  Arizona  Water 
Control  Study  (CAWCS).  The  draft 
enviromnental  impact  statement  also 
will  consider  concurrent  and  cxiinddent 
aspects  of  the  Safety  of  Dams  Programs, 
Salt  River  Project  (SRP),  Arizona,  since 
the  construction  and  operation  of 
CAWCS  and/or  safety  of  dams  features 
likely  would  involve  both  common 
timing  and  geography. 

Construction  of  the  Regulatory 
Storage  Division  (Orme  Dam  and 
Resevoir  and  power-pumping  plant  or 
suitable  alternative)  was  authorized  by 
section  301(a)(2)  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  Project  Act  (Pub.  L  90-537).  The 
principal  purposes  of  this  feature  are: 

1.  To  increase  the  operating  efficiency 
of  the  CAP  by  providing  regulatory 
storage  capacity,  conserving  Salt  and 
Verde  River  flows,  and  regulating 
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Colorado  River  water  deliveries  from 
the  Granite  Reef  Aqueduct;  and 

2.  To  provide  storage  capacity  to  meet 
the  flood  control  requirements  of  the 
Salt  River  through  the  Phoenix 
metropolitan  area. 

The  Reclamation  Safety  of  Dams  Act 
(Pub.  L  95-578)  directed  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  preserve  the  structural 
safety  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation  dams 
and  related  facilities  by  performing  such 
modifications  as  he  determines  to  be 
reasonably  required.  Recent  hydrologic 
analyses  indicate  that  for  the  six  SRP 
storeige  dams  on  the  Salt  and  Verde 
Rivers,  inadequate  storage  capacity 
and/or  spillway  and  outlet  capacity  is 
available  to  contain  and/or  pass  the 
maximum  probable  flood  without 
overtopping.  Such  an  occurrence  could 
jeopardize  the  structural  safety  of  these 
six  dams. 

To  provide  for  the  purposes  of  the 
authorized  Regulatory  Storage  Division 
and  to  include,  as  practicable,  means  to 
insure  the  structural  safety  of  the  six 
dams,  a  number  of  alternative  actions 
have  been  evaluated  through  the 
CAWCS  planning  process  so  as  to 
determine  those  reasonable  alternatives 
to  be  studied  in  detail. 

Hie  primary  consideration  of  these 
detailed  studies  is  to  combine  the  CAP 
and  safety  of  dams  programs  under  a 
single  plan  concept  to  the  extent 
poesible  so  as  to  allow  a  timely  decision 
on  the  proposed  action  for  CAP  while 
maximizing  benefits  and  minimizing 
costs.  The  environmental  impact 
statement  would  reflect  such 
combination  and  would  consider  the 
reasonable  alternatives  in  detail. 

Based  on  the  development  and 
ranking  of  preliminary  plans,  eight 
candidate  plans  have  been  identified 
including  a  CAWCS  “No  Action” 
alternative.  For  ease  of  understanding 
and  presentation,  the  plans  have  been 
grouped  under  three  concepts: 

A.  Cliff  Dam/New  or  Enlarged 
Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam 

Plana  under  this  concept  rely  on  three 
structures:  two  for  flood  control,  new 
conservation  space  for  CAP  water,  and 
safety  of  dams;  and  one,  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam,  is  reconstructed  for 
safety  of  dams  purposes  only. 

Plan  1:  Cliff  Dam/New  or  Enlarged 
Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam 

Under  this  plan,  Roosevelt  and  Cliff 
Dams  would  provide  flood  control  on 
the  Salt  and  Verde  Rivers,  respectively, 
and  include  new  co^ervation  space  for 
CAP  water,  in  addition  to  safety  of 
dams. 


Plan  2:  Cliff  Dam/New  or  Enlarged 
Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam/SRP  Reregulation/ 
Nonstructural 

Under  this  plan,  Roosevelt  and  Cliff 
Dams  would  be  constructed  for  safety  of 
dams.  Flood  control  would  be  provided 
by  SRP  reregulation  in  combination  with 
nonstructural  flood  damage  reduction 
measures  downstream  (flood  plain 
regulation,  preparedness  plaiming,  and 
flood  proofing).  Dual  use  of  the 
dedicated  sediment  space  would 
provide  an  increased  water  supply  from 
Roosevelt  Dam  for  an  interim  period. 

B.  Confluence  Dam/Cliff  Dam/New  Or 
Enlarged  Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed 
Stewart  Mountain  Dam 

All  plans  under  this  concept  include  a 
Confluence  Dam.  However,  for  plans 
which  include  a  Confluence  Dam  with 
safety  of  dams  in  a  separate  structure 
upstream,  the  design  of  the  dam  would 
differ,  depending  on  which  portion  of  a 
plan  was  implemented  first.  For  this 
reason,  several  confluence  options  had 
to  be  developed. 

Plan  3:  Confluence  Dam/Cliff  Dam /New 
or  Enlarged  Roosevelt  Dam/ 
Reconstructed  Stewart  Mountain  Dam 

Under  this  plan  Cliff  Dam,  Roosevelt 
Dam,  and  a  low  Confluence  Dam  would 
be  constructed  concurrently.  Roosevelt 
and  Cliff  Dams  would  provide  flood 
control  on  the  Salt  and  Verde  Rivers, 
new  conservation  space,  and  safety  of 
dams.  A  low  Confluence  Dam  would  be 
constructed  for  regulatory  storage 
purposes  and  if  feasible  some  flood 
control  storage  would  be  added  to 
control  the  intermediate  drainage  below 
upstream  dams. 

Plan  4:  Confluence  Dam  With  a  Large 
Spillway /Cliff  Dam/New  or  Enlarged 
Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam 

Under  this  plan,  the  Confluence  Dam 
would  be  constructed  first  with  a  large 
service  spillway  (gated)  to  insure  the 
safety  of  the  stnicture  and  include  flood 
control  storage  and  regtilatory  storage 
capacity.  Cliff  and  Roosevelt  Dams 
would  be  constructed  later  for  safety  of 
dams  purposes  only. 

Plan  5:  Confluence  Dam  With  Small 
Service  Spillway  and  Emergency 
Spillway /Cliff  Dam/New  or  Enlarged 
Roosevelt  Dam/Reconstructed  Stewart 
Mountain  Dam 

As  in  Plan  4,  the  Confluence  Dam 
would  be  constructed  first.  However, 
instead  of  a  large  service  spillway,  the 
Confluence  Dam  would  include  a 
smaller  service  spillway  (gated)  and  an 
emergency  spillway  (ungated)  to  insure 


the  safety  of  the  structure.  Cliff  and 
Roosevelt  Dams  would  be  constructed 
later  for  safety  of  dams  purposes  only. 

C.  New  Waddell  Dam/Cliff  Dam/New 
or  Enlarged  Roosevelt  Dam/ 
Reconstructed  Stewart  Mountain  Dam 

Under  these  plans,  regulatory  storage 
is  provided  at  New  Waddell  Dam  on  the 
Agua  Fria  River. 

Plan  6:  New  Waddell  Dam/Cliff  Dam/ 
New  or  Enlarged  Roosevelt  Dam/ 
Reconstructed  Stewart  Mountain  Dam 

New  Waddell  Dam  would  be 
constructed  for  regulatory  storage  only 
with  flood  control  storage,  new 
conservation  space  and  safety  of  dams 
provided  at  Cliff  and  Roosevelt  Dams. 

Plan  7:  New  Waddell  Dam/Cliff  Dam/ 
New  or  Enlarged  Roosevelt  Dam/ 
Reconstructed  Stewart  Mountain  Dam 

This  plan  is  the  same  as  Plan  6,  bat 
would  be  operated  to  emphasize 
opportunities  for  environmental 
enhancement.  A  portion  of  the  Water 
supply  generated  by  the  new 
conservation  space  at  Cliff  and 
Roosevelt  Dams  and  regulatory  storage 
at  New  Waddell  Dam  would  be  used  for 
recreation  and  fish  and  wildlife 
purposes. 

Plan  &  CA  WCS  "No  Action  " 

With  this  option,  CAP  would  be 
constructed  but  no  CAWCS  regulatory 
storage  or  flood  control  would  be- 
provided.  Safety  of  dams  studies  would 
continue  to  select  a  preferred  safety  of 
dams  solution  which  may  differ  from  the 
Cliff  Dam/Roosevelt  Dam  combination. 

The  “proposed  action”  is  not 
identified  at  this  time,  because  planning 
studies  and  public  involvement 
activities  are  still  ongoing.  The  proposed 
action  will  be  selected  for  identification 
in  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement. 

The  current  CAWCS  investigation  has 
been  underway  since  1978  and  over  the 
past  3  years  considerable  input  has  been 
received  fi'om  interested  and  affected 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies, 
affected  Indian  tribes,  and  other 
affected  and  interested  persons. 
Consequently,  no  scoping  meetings  will 
be  held  although  all  interested  parties 
are  invited  to  participate  in  scoping  the 
environmental  impact  statement. 

A  CAWCS  Newsletter  which  explains 
the  alternatives  and  significant  issues 
will  be  available  in  August  1961.  The 
newsletter  will  be  distributed  to  the 
established  CAWCS  mailing  list  and 
will  also  be  available  upon  request.  A 
response  form  will  be  included  in  the 
newsletter  to  aid  in  making  input  to  the 
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scope  of  the  environmental  impact 
statement.  Newsletters  will  be  available 
from  the  Commissioner,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
18th  and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington, 

DC  20240;.the  Regional  Director,  Lower 
Colorado  Region,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  427,  Boulder  City, 
Nevada  89005;  or  the  Project  Manager, 
Arizona  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Suite  2200 — ^Valley  Center, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85073. 

The  contact  person  for  this 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
Larry  Morton,  Chief,  Environmental 
Divison,  Arizona  Projects  Office,  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  201  North  Central 
Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85073, 
Telephone  (602)  261-3577. 

Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner. 

|FR  Doc  81-25381  Filed  S-31-81;  8:46  am] 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[W-7S193] 

Wyoming;  Invitation  for  Coai 
Expioratton  License:  Millard  Moses 

August  24, 1981. 

Millard  Moses  hereby  invites  all 
interested  parties  to  participate  on  a  pro 
rata  cost  sharing  basis  in  its  coal 
exploration  program  concerning 
Federally  owned  coal  underlying  the 
following  lands  in  Washakie  County, 
Wyoming: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  48  N..  R.  90  W., 

Sec.  2,  Lots  5  and  6. 

T.  47  N..  R.  90  W.. 

Sec.  35.  SWVe.  SViSEVe. 

Containing  270.32  acres. 

All  of  the  coal  in  the  above  lands 
consists  of  unleased  Federal  coal  and 
the  purpose  of  the  exploration  program 
is  to  determine  the  quality  and  quantity 
of  the  coal  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
above-described  area. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  proposed 
drilling  program  is  available  for  review 
during  normal  business  hours  in  the 
following  offices  (under  Serial  Number 
W-75193):  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
2515  Warren  Avenue,  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  82001,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1700  Robertson  Avenue, 
Worland,  Wyoming  82401. 

This  notice  of  invitation  will  be 
published  in  this  newspaper  once  each 
week  for  two  (2)  consecutive  weeks 
beginning  the  week  of  September  8, 

1981,  and  in  the  Federal  Register.  Any 
party  electing  to  participate  in  this 
exploration  program  must  send  written 
notice  to  boffi  the  Bureau  of  Land 


>fanagement  and  Millard  Moses  no  later 
than  October  1, 1981.  The  written 
notices  should  be  sent  to  the  following 
addresses:  Millard  Moses,  Box  273,  Ten 
Sleep,  Wyoming  82442,  and  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Wyoming  State 
Office,  Attention:  Lands  and  Mining 
Section,  P.O.  Box  1828,  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  82001.  , 

The  foregoing  notice  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  pursuant  to  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 

S  3410.2-l(d)(l). 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-26388  Filed  8-81-81;  8:45  am] 
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Geologicai  Siffvey 

Environmental  Documents  Prepared 
for  Proposed  Oil  and  Gas  Operations 
on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (OCS) 

AQENCV:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of 
environmental  documents  prepared  for 
OCS  mineral  exploration  proposals  on 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS. 

summary:  The  USGS,  in  accordance 
with  Federal  Regulations  (40  CFR  1501.4 
and  §  1506.6)  that  implement  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA),  announces  the  availability  of 
NEPA-related  environmental 
assessments  (EAs)  and  findings  of  no 
significant  impact  (FONSIs),  prepared 
by  the  USGS  for  the  following  oil  and 
gas  exploration  Gulf  of  Mexico  activities 
proposed  on  the  OCS.  This  listing 
includes  all  proposals  for  which 
environmental  documents  were 
prepared  by  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region  in  the  3-month  period  preceding 
this  Notice. 


Activity/ 

operator 

Location 

FONSl  date 

Ocean 

Production 

Company, 

EA  No.  497, 
plan  control 

OCS  blocks  188  and 

231,  Charlotte  Harbor 
area;  (65  mi. 
southwest  of 

Sarasota,  Florida). 

May  27, 1981. 

No.  N.8716. 

Chevron  U.S.A. 
hw..  EA  No. 
498,  plan 
control  No. 
N-0733. 

CX^  block  610,  Vernon 
area;  (120  mi.  from 
the  Florida  coast). 

June  12. 1981. 

Chevron  U.SA 
Inc..  EA  No. 
498,  plan 
control  No. 
N-0734. 

OCS  block  71S, 

Charlotte  Harbor  are« 
(102  mi.  southeast  of 
Sanibel  Island, 

Florida). 

June  12. 1961. 

Persons  interested  in  reviewing 
environmental  documents  for  the 
proposals  listed  above  or  obtaining 
information  about  EAs  and  FONSIs 


prepared  for  activities  on  the  Golf  of 
Mexico  OCS  are  encouraged  to  contact 
the  USGS  office  in  die  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

FOR  FURTHER  IMTORMATIOW  OONTACR 

Deputy  Conservation  Manager,  OCEdiora 
Operations  Support,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region,  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Post  Office  ^x  7944,  Metairie, 

Louisiana  70010, 504/837-4720. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  MFORMATNM:  The 

Conservation  Division  Of  the  USGS 
prepares  EAs  and  FONSIs  for  proposab 
which  relate  to  exploration  for  oil  and 
gas  resources  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS.  The  EAs  examine  the  potential 
environmental  effects  of  ac^ties 
described  in  the  proposals  and  present 
USGS  conclusions  regarding  the 
significance  of  those  effects.  EAs  are 
used  as  a  basis  for  determining  vdiether 
or  not  approval  of  the  pit^rosals 
constitutes  major  Fedc^  actions  dut 
significandy  affect  the  quality  of  die 
human  environment  in  die  sense  of 
NEPA  102(2HC).  A  FONSl  is  prepared  in 
those  instances  where  the  USGS  finds 
that  approval  will  not  result  in 
significant  effects  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  The  FON9  briefly 
presents  the  basis  for  that  finding  and 
includes  a  summary  or  copy  of  tbs  EA. 

This  notice  constitutes  the  public 
notice  of  availability  of  environmental 
documents  required  under  die  NEPA 
Regulations. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gutfofhlexico  OCS 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-26382  FIM  8-81-«;  »46 
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Chevron  U,SA,  hie;  (M  and  Gaa  and 
Sulphur  Operations  in  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Chevron  U.S.A.  bia  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 1241,  Block  52, 
South  Timbalier  Area,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  ta  inform 
the  public,  pursuemt  to  section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  IHan  and 
that  it  is  avsulable  for  public  review  at 
the  Office  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  Geologi^ 
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Survey,  3301  Nortti  Causeway  Blvd., 
Room  147,  Metairie,  Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 

Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m..  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  22& 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  Geological 
Survey  makes  information  contained  in 
Development  and  Production  Plans 
available  to  affected  States,  executives 
of  affected  local  governments,  and  other 
interested  parties  became  elective 
December  13, 1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those 
practices  and  procedures  are  set  out  in  a 
revised  §  250,34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  August  24. 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  (DCS 
Region. 

(FR  Doc  m-2S432;  PSed  8:46  am] 

Bsxmo  CODE  4S10-S1-M 


Kerr-McGee  Corp4  OH  and  Gas  and 
Sulphur  Oparations  in  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Kerr-McGee  Gorporation  has  submitted 
a  Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G  3168,  Block 
237,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geographical  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  Office  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  Geological 
Survey,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Room  147,  Metairie,  Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATtON  CONTACT: 
Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 

Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone^504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLBNENTARY  INFORMATION;  Revised 
rules  governing  {nractices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  Geplogical 
Survey  makes  information  contained  in 
Development  and  Production  Plans 
available  to  affected  States,  executives 
of  affected  local  governments,  and  other 
interested  parties  became  effective 


December  13, 1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those 
practices  and  procednres  are  set  out  in  a 
revised  §  250.34  of  Tide  30  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  August  21 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager.  Gulf  of  Mexico  (DCS 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-25433  FUed  Ml-M:  MS  «■! 

BILLING  CODE  4310-SMf 


National  Park  Service 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places; 
Pending  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following 
properties  being  considered  for  listing  in 
the  National  Register  were  received  by 
the  National  Park  Service  before  August 
21. 1981.  Pursuant  to  §  1202.13  of  36  CFR 
Part  1202,  written  comments  concerning 
the  significance  of  these  properties 
under  the  National  Register  criteria  for 
evaluation  may  be  forwarded  to  the 
National  Register,  National  Park 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  DC  20243.  Written 
comments  should  submitted  by 
September  14, 1981. 

Carol  Shull, 

Acting  Keeper  of  the  National  Register. 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Fremont,  Washington  Union  High  School 
38442  Fremont  Blvd. 

Inyo  County 

Bishop  vicinity.  Laws  Narrow  Gauge 
Railroad  Historic  District,  NE  of  Bishop 

Tuolumne  County 

Sonora,  Tuolumne  County  Courthouse,  41  W. 
Yaney  Ave. 

NEBRASKA 

Buffalo  County 

Kearney,  United  States  Post  Office,  2401 
Central  Ave. 

Lancaster  County  ^ 

Lincoln,  State  Arsenal  17th  and  Court  Sts. 

MISSOURI 

Dunklin  County 

Kennett,  Kennett  City  Hall  and  Masonic 
Lodge,  122  College  St. 

WISCONSIN 

La  Crosse  County 

La  Crosse,  US.  Fish  Control  Laboratory, 
Riverside  Park 

The  following  is  a  fist  of  conectiotts  to 
properties  fisted  on  the  *^ational  Register.’* 
Additional  corrections  may  appear  in 
subsequent  updates  of  the  “Federal  Register.” 


ARIZONA 

Coconino  County 

Winslow  vicinity,  Nuvakwewtaqa  (6-2-77) 
(previously  listed  as  Chavez  Pass  Pueblo 
Site] 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Oakland,  Greek  Orthodox  Church  of  the 
Assumption,  9th  and  Castro  Sts.  (5-22-78) 
(previously  listed  at  920  Brush  SL) 

GEORGIA 

Fulton  County 

Atlanta,  Brookwood  Hills  Historic  District. 

Off  U.S.  19  and  GA  9  (12-21-79)  (previously 
listed  12-21-80) 

Jeff  Davis  County 

Hazelhurst,  Jeff  Davis  County  Courthouse 
(Georgia  County  Courthouses  Thematic 
Resources)  Courthouse  Sq.  (9-18-80) 
(previously  listed  in  Hazelhurst) 

IDAHO 

Valley  County 

McCall,  Rice  Meetinghouse  (4-8-80) 
(previously  listed  as  Rice  Illinois 
Meetinghouse) 

KENTUCKY 

Nicholas  County 

Carlisle,  Carlisle  Louisville  and  Nashville 
Passenger  Depol  Market  and  Locust  Sts. 
(5-18-79)  (previously  listed  as  LouisviUe 
and  Nashville  Passenger  De|;>ot) 

MAINE 

Somerset  County 

Embden  vicinity,  Hodgdon  Site  (Maine 
Archeological  Survey  No.  BB-i)  (4-23-80) 
(previously  listed  as  Hodgdin  ^e) 

MICHIGAN 

Saginaw  County 

Schultz  Site  (20SA2)  Green  Point  Site  (20SA1) 
Northesastem  Saginaw  County  (12-8-78) 
(previously  listed  as  Schultz  Site) 

MINNESOTA 

St.  Louis  County 

Chisholm  Saints  Peter  and  Paul  Ukrainian 
Catholic  Church,  530  Central  Ave.  (8-27- 
80]  (previously  listed  as  Saints  Peter  and 
Paul  Eastern  Rite  Church 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Merrimack  County 

Concord,  Upham- Walker  House,  18  Park  St. 
(5-15-80)  (previously  listed  as  Upham, 
Nathaniel  G.,  House  (Walker  House) 

NEW  JERSEY 

Bergen  County 

River  Edge,  Steuben  Estate  Complex,  New 
Bridge  Rd.,  Main  St.  and  Hackensack  River 
(12-18-70)  (previously  fistes  as  Steuben 
House,  now  includes  Demareet  House, 
Westervelt  Bam  and  CamjpbeU-Christie 
House) 


1 
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NEW  YORK  > 

Afew  Yoih  County 

Liberty  Island.  Statue  of  Liberty  National 
Monument,  Bills  Island  and  Liberty  Island 
(10-15-86)  (also  in  Hudson  County,  NJ) 
(previously  listed  as  Statue  of  Liberty 
National  Monument) 

Suffolk  County 

Mastic  Beadi,  Floyd,  William.  House  (Old 
Mastic)  20  Washington  Ave.  (10-15-80) 
(previously  listed  as  Old  Mastic  (William 
Floyd  Estate) 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Bertie  County 

Windsor  vidnity,  King  House,  NW  of 
Windsor  off  NC  308  (8-28-71)  (previously 
listed  NW  of  Windsor  on  SR  1116] 

NORTHERN  MARIANA  ISLANDS 

Mariana  Islands  District 
Garapan  Village,  Saipan,  Japanese  Hospital. 
Rte.  3  (12-19-74)  (previously  listed  under 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands]  Navy 
Hill,  Saipan,  Japanese  Lighthouse,  Navy 
Hill  at  Garapan  (12-19-74)  (previously 
listed  under  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacibc 
Islands)  Rota  Island,  Rota  Latte  Stone 
Quarry  (12-13-74)  (previously  listed  under 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands) 

Saipan,  Banzai  Cliff,  Banadero  (9-30-76) 
(previously  listed  under  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands]  Saipan,  Suicide  Cliff, 
Banadero  (0-30-76)  (previously  listed  under' 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands) 

Saipan,  Waherak  Maihar,  Public  Works 
Headquarters  Compound  (1-31-78) 
(previously  listed  under  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Paciflc  Islands)  Tinian  Island,  House  of 
Toga  (12-19-74)  (previously  listed  under 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands) 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Philadelphia  County 
Philadelphia,  Union  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church  (Jones  Tabernacle  A.M.E.  Church 
and  Parish  House)  2019  W.  Diamond  St. 
(10-15-80)  (previously  listed  as  Union 
Methodist  ^iscopal  Church) 
***** 

The  foHowiog  properties  were  omitted  from 
the  listing  in  the  ‘^Federal  Register,”  Part  II, 
February  3, 1981. 

CALIFORNIA 

Son  Francisco  County 
San  Francisco,  Rincon  Annex,  101-199 
Mission  St  (11-16-79) 

COLORADO 

Chaffee  County 

Nathrop  vicinity,  St.  Elmo  Historic  District, 
Pitkin,  1st.  Main  and  Poplar  Sts.  (9-17-79) 

Denver  County 

Denver,  U.S.  Customhouse,  721 19th  St.  (10- 
16-79) 

El  Paso  County 

Manitou  Spjdngs,  Barker  House,  819  Manitou 
Ave.  (19-11-7^ 

Manitou  Springs,  First  Congregational 
Church.  101  Pawnee  Ave.  (10-16-79) 


La  Plata  County 

Durango,  Newman  Block,  801.813  Main  Ave. 
(10-1^79) 

Montezuma  County 

Pleasant  View  vicinity,  Lancaster,  James  A.. 
Site  (5MT4803)  (4-14-80) 

GEORGIA 

Floyd  County 

Cave  Spring,  Cave  Spring  Multiple  Resource 
Area  (Partial  Inventory).  This  area 
includes:  Cave  Spring  Commercial  Historic 
District,  Alabama,  Rome  and  Cedartown 
Rds.,  Broad  and  Padlock  Sts.;  Dave  Spring 
Residential  Historic  District,  U.S.  411  and 
GA 100:  Georgia  School  for  the  Deaf 
Historic  District,  Padlock  SU  Rolator  Park 
Historic  District,  Off  U.S.  411:  CarroU- 
Harper  House.  Cedartown  St:  Carroll.  John 
M..  House,  Park  St.:  Carroll-Richardson 
Grist  Mill,  Mill  St.:  Cave  Spring  Female 
Academy,  Rome  St:  Cave  Spring  High 
School  Rome  St4  Cave  Spring  Railroad 
Station,  Alabama  St:  Conner.  Wesley  O., 
House,  Cedartown  St:  Cowdry,  William  D„ 
Plantation,  Rome  Rd.:  Fannin,  Oliver  P., 
House,  Cedartown  St;  Ford,  Joseph,  House, 
Love  and  Alabama  Sts.:  Maim,  John  T., 
House,  Rivers  St:  McKinney,  Dr.  W.  T„ 
House,  Cedartown  St:  Rivers  Farm.  Rome 
St.;  Robbins.  Samuel  W.,  House,  Rome  St.; 
Roving  House,  Rome  St:  Simmons  House, 
Cedartown  St;  Simmons.  William  S, 
Plantation,  Alabama  St;  Watts,  George  T., 
House.  Love  St:  Wharton-Trout  House, 
Rome  St  (6-19-60) 

Montgomery  County 

Glen  Echo,  Carrousel  at  Glen  Echo  Park, 
MacArthur  Kvd.  (7-4-80) 

Glen  Echo,  Chautauqua  Tower,  Glen  Echo 
Park  (7-4-80) 

MINNESOTA 

Wright  County 

Wright  County,  Multiple  Resource  Area.  This 
area  includes:  Albertville,  Albertville 
Roller  Mill  5790  Main  Ave.,  NE4 
Clearwater,  Clearwater  Mason  Lodge  No. 
28  (G.A.R.  Hall  No.  112)  Oak  and  Main  Sts.: 
First  Congressional  Church  of  Clearwater, 
Bluff  and  Elm  Sts.;  Webster,  William  W., 
House,  Spring  and  Linn  Sts.;  Cokato,  Bull 
Henry  C.,  House,  195  E.  3rd  St.;  Cokato 
vicinity,  Titrud,  OlofM.,  Round  Bam,  SR 
30:  Delano,  Delano  Village  Hall  127  River 
St.;  Eagle  Newspaper  and  Job  Printing 
Office,  300  Railroad  Ave.;  Weldele  House. 
309  River  St.;  Delano  vicinity,  Franklin 
Township  School  House  No.  48,  Y.S.  12; 
Hanover,  Hanover  Bridge,  Spans  Crow 
Riven  Howard  Lake.  Howard  Lake  City 
Hall  737, 739  and  741  6th  St;  Howard  Lake 
vicinity,  Marysville  Swedesburg  Lutheran 
Church,  SR  9;  Middleville  Township  Hall 
SR  6;  Maple  Lake  vicinity,  St.  Mark’s 
Episcopal  Chapel  Off  MN  24;  Monticello, 
Nicherson-Tarbox  House,  Shed  and  Bam, 
514  E.  Broadway;  Rand,  Rufus,  Summer 
House  and  Carriage  Bam.  Washington  St; 
Simpson  Methodist  Church  and 
Educational  Building,  4th  and  Linn  Sts.; 
Monticello  vidnity,  Hanaford  Farm,  Off  SR 

-  lOduMoRtToae,  Hmvkins,  Dr.  E.  P.  Clinic, 


Hospital  and  House,  Buffalo  St;  Rockford 
vicinity.  Marsh,  Peter  f..  Octagon  Bofo.  Off 
SR  14;  St  MichaeL  SL  MichaeFs  Catholic 
Church,  Central  Ave.  and  Main  St  (12-il- 
79) 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Merrimack  County 

Concord.  Pierce,  Fmnklin.  House. 

52  S.  Main  St  (10-18-79) 

NEW  YORK 

Kin^  County 

New  York.  Pamchute  Jump,  Coney  Island  (9- 
2-80) 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Lycoming  County 

'  Muncy,  Muncy  Historic  Otstrid  Roughly 
bounded  by  Ridell  Lane,  Sherman. 
Washington  and  Mediank  Sts.  (7-3-80) 

TENNESSEE 

Davidson  County 

Nashville,  Rutledge  Hill  Historic  DistricL 
Roughly  bounded  by  Middleton.  2nd.  Leu 
and  Hermitage  Aves.  (7-8-80) 

Gibson  County 

Humboldt  Senter-Rooks  House,  2227  Main 
St  (7-9-80) 

Grainger  County 

Blaine  vicinity.  Poplar  Hill  NE  of  Blaiiie  (7- 
8-80) 

Rutledge  vicinity,  Cocke,  William,  House,  NE 
of  Rutledge  (7-3-80) 

Hamilton  County 

Chattanooga  vidnity,  Cummings,  fudge  Will 
House,  W  of  Chattanooga  at  40K 
Cummings  Rd.  (7-3-80) 

Knox  County 

Knoxville,  Johnson.  Andrew.  Hotel  912  S. 

Gay  St.  (7-9-80) 

Madison  County 

Jackson.  East  Main  Street  Historic  District 
Irregular  pattern  along  E.  Main  St.  (7-3-80) 
Jackson  vicinity.  Deberry-Hurt  House.  SW  of 
Jackson  (7-8-80) 

Montgomery  County 

Clarksville,  Oak  Top,  107  Madison  Ter.  (7-6- 
80) 

Clarksville  vicinity.  RinggoU  MM  Complex. 
NW  of  Clarksville  on  Mill  Rd.  (7-8-80) 

Sevier  County 

Sevierville,  Andes,  Riley  H.  House.  Douglas 
Dam  Rd.  (7-8-80) , 

Shelby  County 

Memphis.  Libertyland  Gmnd  Carousel 
Liberty  Land  Theme  Park  (7-3-80) 
Memphis,  Stephens-Cochran  House,  784 
Poplar  Ave.  (7-9-80) 

Memphis,  U.S  Marine  Hospital  Executive 
Building  and  Laundry-Kitchen.  360  and  374 
W.  California  Ave.  (7-2-80) 

Trousdale  County 

Hartsville,  Hartsville  Depot  Broadway  (7-3- 
80) 
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Washington  County 

Johnson  City  vicinity,  BashorMill,  ME  of 
Johnson  City  (7-8-80) 

WiHamsen  County 

Franklin,  Wyatt  Hall.  U.S.  31  (7-2-80) 
***** 

The  following  properties  have  been 
demolished  and/or  removed  from  the 
“National  Register  of  Historic  Places.”  This 
action  does  not  necessarily  modify  the 
applicablity,  if  any,  of  provisions  of  section 
2124  of  the  “Tax  Reform  Act.” 

CALIFORNIA 

Mariposa  County 

Yosemite  Village,  Degnan  House  and  Bakery, 
Southside  Dr.,  Yosemite  National  Park  (0- 
5-75)  (removed) 

DELAWARE 

Sussex  County 

Cool  Spring  vicinity,  Fisher  House,  SE  of  Cool 
Spring,  Broadkill  Himdred  (3-24-71) 
(removed) 

ILLINOIS 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  Sacred  Heart  Mission  Church,  11652 
S.  Church  St.  (1-28-80)  (removed) 

Rock  Island  County 

Rock  Island,  Industrial  Home  No.  94,  2100  3rd 
Ave.  (11-28-78)  (demolished) 

INDIANA 

Dubois  County 

Jasper,  Gramelspacher-Gutzweiler  House,  7th 
and  Main  Sts.  (11-2-78)  (removed) 

IOWA 

Dallas  County 

Perry,  Perry  Volunteer  Fire  Department 
Engine  House,  1208 1st  St.  (11-7-78) 
(demolished) 

MICHIGAN 

Monroe  County 

Monroe,  Fix  House,  Sterling  State  Park  (3-16- 
72)  (demolished) 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Spartanburg  County 

Moore  vicinity,  Fredonia,  E  of  Moore  off  U.S. 
221  (10-9-74)  (demolished) 

TENNESSEE 

Madison  County 

Jackson,  Jones,  Casey,  Home  and  Railroad 
Museum,  211  W.  Chester  St.  (removed) 

TEXAS 

Collin  County 

McKinney,  McKinney,  Collin,  Cabin,  Finch 
Park  (0-18-78)  (demolished) 


WEST  VIRGINIA 

Wood  County 

Parkersburg,  Parkersburg  City  Hall,  5th  and 
Market  Sts.  (12-11-79)  (demolished) 

|FR  Doc.  81-25154  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-03-M 

Indicative  Inventory  of  Potential 
Future  U.S.  Nominations  to  the  World 
Heritage  List  (Draft);  Request  for 
Comment 

agency:  National  Park  Service,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Notice  and  Request  for 
Comment. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the 
Interior,  through  the  National  Park 
Service,  has  prepared  an  indicative 
invenory  of  cultural  and  natural 
properties  in  the  United  States  that, 
based  on  preliminary  examination, 
appear  to  qualify  for  World  Heritage 
status  and  that  may  be  considered  for 
nomination  to  the  World  Heritage 
Committee  over  the  next  ten  years.  The 
draft  inventory  was  prepared  to  satisfy 
provisions  of  the  World  Heritage 
Convention,  and  is  based  on  previous 
recommendations  and  projects  to 
identify  possible  U.S.  nominations. 
Inclusion  of  a  property  on  this  inventory 
does  not  confer  World  Heritage  status 
on  it,  but  indicates  that  a  property  may 
be  considered  for  nomination  in  the 
future.  The  inventory  provides  a 
comparative  framework  within  which 
the  outstanding  universal  value  of  a 
property  may  be  effectively  judged. 
Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to 
provide  written  comments  regarding  the 
merits  of  any  property  included  on  the 
draft  inventory,  or  to  recommend 
additional  properties,  with  supporting 
documentation,  for  consideration  as 
potential  nominations.  Once  the 
comment  period  has  expired,  a  final 
indicative  inventory  of  potential  U.S. 
World  Heritage  nominations  will  be 
prepared  and  submitted,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  World  Heritage 
Committee. 

DATE:  Written  comments  or 
recommendations  regarding  the  draft 
indicative  inventory  of  U.S.  World 
Heritage  nominations  must  be  received 
no  later  than  October  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
the  Director,  National  Park  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240  (Attn:  World  Heritage 
Convention — 773). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Ritsch,  Acting  Associate 
Director,  Recreation  Resources,  National 
Park  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 


Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240  (202- 
343-4462). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Convention  Concerning  the  Protection  of 
the  World  Cultural  and  Natural 
Heritage,  ratified  by  the  United  States 
and  58  other  nations  as  of  this  date,  has 
established  a  means  through  which 
natural  and  cultural  properties  of 
outstanding  universal  value  to  mankind 
may  be  recognized  and  protected.  Sites 
are  identified  and  nominated  by 
participating  nations  for  inclusion  on  the 
World  Heritage  List,  which  currently 
includes  85  properties.  The  21-member 
nation  World  Heritage  Committee 
judges  the  nominations  against 
established  criteria,  which  were 
published  in  a  January  13, 1981,  Federal 
Register  notice  (46  FR  3075).  The  country 
nominating  a  site  for  inclusion  on  the 
World  Heritage  List  assumes 
responsibility  for  taking  appropriate 
legal,  scientihc,  technical, 
administrative,  and  flnancial  measures 
necessary  for  the  protection, 
conservation,  presentation, 
rehabilitation,  and  transmission  to 
future  generations  of  the  property  it 
nominates. 

In  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  responsible  for 
implementing  provisions  of  the  World 
Heritage  List.  Recommendations  on 
World  Heritage  policy  and  nominations 
are  made  by  the  Federal  Interagency 
Panel  for  World  Heritage,  which 
includes  representatives  from  the  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and 
Wildlife  and  Parks,  the  National  Park 
Service,  and  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  within  the  Department  of  the 
Interior;  the  President’s  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality;  the  Smithsonian 
Institution;  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation;  and  the 
Department  of  State. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  National  Park  Service,  is 
implementing  its  responsibilities  under 
the  World  Heritage  Convention  in 
accordance  with  the  statutory  mandate 
of  Title  IV  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  Amendments  of  1980 
(Pub.  L.  96-515;  16  U.S.C.  470a-l,  a-2). 

On  January  13, 1981,  the  Department 
announced  its  interpretive  guidelines  for 
implementing  the  World  Heritage 
Convention  in  accordance  with^this  new 
legislative  mandate. 

These  guidelines  (46  FR  3073)  shall 
remain  in  effect  until  formal  program 
rules  are  published.  In  particular,  the 
legislation  set  forth  several 
requirements  which  U.S.  properties  must 
satisfy  to  be  nominated  for  World 
Heritage  status.  Before  a  property  may 
be  nominated: 
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1.  ft  must  have  previously  been 
determined  to  be  nationally  significant, 
e.g.,  designated  as  a  national  natural 
landmaric  or  national  historic  landmaric 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  or 
established  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  as  an  area  of  national 
signiflcance; 

2.  Its  nomination  must  include 
evidence  of  such  legal  protections  as 
may  be  necessary  to  ensure 
preservation  of  Ae  property  and  its 
environment  For  properties  owned  or 
controlled  by  Federal,  State,  and/or 
local  governments,  such  evidence 
includes  reference  to  all  legislative  and 
administrative  measures  that  would 
ensure  satisfactory  maintenance  and 
preservation  of  the  property  in 
perpetuity.  For  properties  owned  or 
controlled  by  private  organizations  or 
individuals,  such  evidence  includes  a 
written  covenant  prohibiting  in 
perpetuity  any  use  which  threatens  or 
damages  the  property’s  universally 
significant  values,  the  opinion  of  counsel 
on  the  legal  status  and  enforceability  of 
such  a  prohibition,  and  other  measures 
or  requirements  which  the  Department 
may  prescribe;  and 

3.  Its  owner  or  manager  must  concur 
in  writing  to  such  nomination. 

kiflcative  Inventory  of  Potential  Future 
U.S.  Nomnatioiw  to  the  World  Heritage 
list  (Draft) 

The  indicative  inventory  which 
follows  includes  cultural  and  natural 
properties  in  the  United  States  that 
appear  to  qualify  for  nomination  to  the 
Worid  Heritage  List  and  that  may  be 
considered  for  nomination  during  the 
next  ten  years.  The  inventory  is 
indicative  in  nature,  in  that  it  indicates 
the  types  of  properties  that  will  be 
seriously  considered  for  nomination,  but 
does  not  represent  a  commitment  to 
nominate  any  specific  property  at  a 
specific  point  in  time.  This  indicative 
inventory,  which  is  not  considered 
exhaustive,  will  enable  both  the  United 
States  and  the  World  Heritage 
Committee  to  consider  properties  within 
a  broad  comparative  context  so  that  any 
property's  claim  of  outstanding 
universal  value  can  be  effectively 
evaluated.  Once  completed,  the 
indicative  Inventory  will  strengthen  U.S. 
participation  in  the  Convention  and  will 
provide  direction  for  a  rational, 
systematic  nomination  process. 

The  cultural  properties  in  the 
inventory  are  grouped  by  theme,  e.g., 
archeology,  architecture,  etc.,  and 
arranged  alphabetically.  The  natural 
properties  are  grouped  according  to  the 
physiographic  province  (Fenneman  1928) 
in  which  they  occur,  e.g..  Rocky 
Mountains,  Sonoran  Desert,  etc.,  and 


arranged  alphabetically.  Each  property 
included  in  the  inventory  may  not 
ultimately  constitute  a  separate 
nomination,  but  rather,  significant 
portions  of  various  properties  may  be 
nominated  together  to  represent  an 
important  theme,  e.g.,  erosional 
formations  of  the  Colorado  Plateau,  or 
architectural  masterpieces  of  the 
Chicago  School.  Hie  inventory  is  in 
draft  form,  and  the  Department 
welcomes  comments  and 
recommendations  regarding  both  the 
merits  of  any  property  included  on  the 
inventory,  or  the  significance  of  other 
properties  that  are  not  listed. 
Recommendations  for  additional 
properties  must  include  detailed 
documentation  describing  the 
outstanding  universal  value  of  the 
property.  In  addition,  the  property 
should  satisfy  the  legislative 
requirements  set  forth  earlier  in  this 
notice. 

l.  Cultural  Pn^ierties 

Archaeology 

Cape  Krusenstem  Archaeological 
District,  Alaska.  Marine  beach  ridges 
here  contain  evidence  of  nearly  every 

m, ajor  cultural  period  in  Arctic  history. 
Main  period  is  11,000-5,000  B.C.  Criteria: 
(iii)  Bears  a  unique  testimony  to  a 
civilization  which  has  disappeared. 

Casa  Grande  Ruins  National 
Monument,  Arizona.  Casa  Grande  is  a 
four-story  tower  of  packed  earthen  walls 
built  over  600  years  ago  by  the 
agricultural  Indians  of  the  Gila  River 
Valley.  The  site  also  contains  important 
Hohokam  Indian  remains  dating  from 
about  900  A.D.  Criteria:  (iii)  Bears  a 
unique  testimony  to  a  civilization  which 
has  disappeared. 

Chaco  Canyon  Culture  Historical 
Park,  New  Mexico.  From  600  to  1200 
A.D.,  this  area  was  inhabited  by  a  group 
of  Pueblo  Indians  distinguished  for  the 
massiveness  of  the  buildings  they 
constructed  and  the  excellence  of  their 
masonry — achievements  that  were 
realized  to  the  fullest  in  the  11th  and 
12th  centuries.  Among  the  largest  of  the 
pueblos  was  Pueblo  Bonito,  built  to  a 
height  of  5  stories  on  a  floor  plan 
exceeding  3  acres  and  capable  of 
housing  roughly  1200  persons  in  about 
800  rooms.  Criteria:  (ii)  Exerted  great 
influence  over  a  span  of  time  and  within 
a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  town-planning;  and  (iii) 
bears  a  unique  testimony  to  a 
civilization  which  has  disappeared. 

Poverty  Point,  Louisiana.  An 
archaeological  site  that  flourished  from 
1,000-600  B.C.  It  contains  a  geometric 
earthwork  complex,  consisting  of  11.2 
miles  of  raised  terraces  arranged  in  six 


concentric  octagons,  and  Poverty  PofaM 
Mound,  a  bird-shaped  ceremoni^ 
structure.  Criteria:  (iii)  Bears  an 
exceptional  testimony  to  a  civilization 
which  has  disappear^. 

Taos  Pueblo.  New  Mexico.  A  center  of 
Indian  culture  since  the  17th  century,  the 
pueblo  of  Taos,  still  active  today, 
symbolizes  Indian  resistance  to  external 
r^e.  The  mission  of  San  Geronimo,  one 
of  the  eariiest  in  New  Mexico,  was  built 
near  Taos  Pueblo  in  the  early  17th 
century.  Criteria:  (v)  An  outstanding 
example  of  a  traditional  human 
settlement  which  is  representative  of  a 
culture  and  which  has  become 
vulnerable  under  the  impact  of 
irreversible  change. 

European  Exploration  and  Colonial 
Settlement 

Columbus  Landing  Site,  Virgin 
Islands.  Columbus'  skirmish  with  the 
Carib  Indians  here  is  the  first  recorded 
armed  conflict  between  European 
explorers  and  American  aborigiiies.  Tliis 
property  should  be  compiued  to  others 
associated  with  the  ''discovery'*  of 
America.  Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

La  Fortaleza-San  Juan  National 
Historic  Site.  Puerto  Rico.  Spani^ 
defenses  at  San  Juan  guard^  their  sea 
lanes  to  the  Caribbean;  at  this  site  they 
founded  one  of  their  earliest  colonies  in 
the  Americas.  La  Fortaleza,  die  first 
fortification  of  San  Juan  (built  1533-40). 
has  been  the  residence  of  the  island’s 
governors  since  the  1620's.  The  massive 
masonry  citadel  of  El  Mono  was  begun 
in  1591.  A  comparative  international 
study  would  be  helpful  in  assessing  the 
importance  of  this  complex.  Criteria:  (iv) 
An  outstanding  example  of  a  type  at 
structure  which  illustrates  a  significance 
stage  in  history;  and  (vi)  direcUy  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

San  Xavier  Del  Bac,  Arizona.  One  of 
the  finest  Spanish  colcmial  diurdies  in 
the  United  States,  having  a  richly 
ornamented  baroque  interior. 
Comparative  international  study  will  be 
necessary  before  the  United  States 
would  consider  nominating  this 
property.  Criteria:  (iv)  An  outstanding 
example  of  a  type  of  structure  which 
illustrates  a  significant  stage  in  history. 

Vieux  Carre  Historic  District, 
Louisiana.  Laid  out  in  1721  on  a  gridiroo 
plan,  this  original  sectimi  of  New 
Orleans  was  one  of  the  first  plai^ped 
cities  in  the  Americas.  A  continuum  of 
architectural  development  is  found 
withiifthe  district  Criteria:  (ii)  Has 
exerted  great  influence,  over  a  span  of 
time,  and  within  a  cultural  area  of  the 
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world,  on  developments  in  town- 
planning. 

Architecture:  Early  United  States 

Monticello,  Charlottesville,  Virginia. 
Thomas  Jefferson,  the  third  American 
President,  was  a  popularizer  of  the 
Classic  Revival  architectural  style.  In 
Monticello,  his  mansion,  he  combined 
elements  of  Roman,  Palladian,  and  18th- 
oentury  French  design  with  features 
expressing  his  extraordinary  personal 
inventiveness.  Criteria:  (i)  A  imique 
artistic  achievement,  a  masterpiece  of 
the  creative  genius;  and  (ii)  has  exerted 
great  influence,  over  a  span  of  time  and 
within  a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

University  of  Virginia  Historic 
District,  Charlottesville,  Virginia. 

Includes  original  classrooms  and 
professors’  quarters,  housed  in  pavilions 
aligned  on  both  sides  of  an  elongated 
terraced  court,  as  well  as  the  domed 
Rotunda,  a  scaled-down  version  of  the 
Pantheon  which  was  the  focal  point  of 
Thomas  Jefferson’s  design.  Jefferson 
envisioned  a  community  of  scholars 
hving  and  studying  in  an  architecturally 
unifiad  complex  of  buildings.  Criteria:  (i) 
A  unique  artistic  achievement,  a 
masterpieoe  of  the  creative  genius;  and 
(ii)  has  exerted  great  influence,  over  a 
span  of  time  and  within  a  cultural  area 
of  the  world,  on  developments  in 
ardiitecture. 

Modem  Architecture 

Auditoriiun  Building,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
Constructed  in  1889,  &is  building  is  one 
of  the  most  important  works  by  Chicago 
School  architects  Dankmar  Adler  and 
Louis  Sullivan.  Criteria:  (i)  A  unique 
artistic  achievement^  a  masterpiece  of 
creative  genius;  and  (ii)  has  exerted 
great  influence,  over  a  span  of  time,  and 
within  a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Carson,  Pirie,  Scott,  and  Company 
Store,  Chicago,  Illinois.  A  commercial 
establishment  designed  by  Louis 
Sullivan  in  an  original  and  practical 
form,  Carson,  Pirie,  Scott  and  Company 
was  his  last  large  commercial 
commission.  An  iron  and  steel 
framework  supports  the  structure,  which 
is  most  notable  for  its  elaborate 
ironwork  ornament  on  the  first  and 
second  floor  facades.  Sullivan’s  designs 
combine  organic  and  geometric  shapes 
in  intricate  and  delicate  patterns,  in  a 
type  of  ornament  that  is  the  hallmark  of 
his  work.  The  addition  was  by  Daniel  H. 
Bumhani  in  1904-6.  Criteria:  (i)  A  unique 
artistic  adiievement,  a  masterpiece  of 
creative  genius;  and  (ii)  has  exerted 
great  influence,  over  a  span  of  time,  and 
within  the  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 


Leiter  II  Building,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
Constructed  in  1889-91,  this  building  is 
the  masterwork  of  architect  William  Le 
Baron  Jenny.  One  of  the  earliest 
surviving  examples  of  the  Chicago 
School  curtain  wall  proto-skyscraper. 
Criteria:  (ii)  Has  exerted  great  influence, 
over  a  span  of  time,  and  within  a 
cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Marquette  Building,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
Architects  William  Holabird  and  Martin 
Roche  made  their  first  decisive 
statement  on  a  new  concept  in 
building — steel  fi'aming.  Constructed 
1893-4.  Criteria:  (ii)  Has  exerted  great 
influence,  over  a  span  of  time,  and 
within  a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Prudential  (Guaranty)  Building, 

Buffalo,  New  York.  The  last 
collaborative  effort  of  Dankmar  Adler 
and  Louis  Sullivan,  the  13-story 
Prudential,  constructed  in  1895,  is  a 
triumph  of  early  skyscraper  design.  It 
links  two  skyso'aper  periods  and 
departs  from  the  earlier  commercial  use 
of  elaborate  ornamentation  in  favor  of 
an  emphatically  vertical  appeairance. 
Although  appearing  rectangular  in 
shape,  it  is  actually  U-shaped  due  to 
light  corridors  above  the  first  floor. 
Criteria:  (ii)  Has  exerted  great  influence, 
over  a  span  of  time,  and  within  a 
cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Reliance  Building,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
'This  building  (1890-5)  by  Daniel 
Burnham  and  John  Root  is  a  key 
monument  of  the  “Chicago  School.’’  It 
has  a  steel  framework  and  is  covered 
with  terra  cotta  sheathing  except  on  the 
granite  first  floor.  Windows  form 
continuous  bands  and  are  “Chicago 
windows” — large  single,  fixed  panes  of 
glass  which  fill  an  entire  bay  except  for 
narrow,  movable,  double  hung  sash  in 
the  projecting  bays.  Criteria:  (ii)  Has 
exerted  great  influence,  over  a  span  of 
time,  and  within  a  cultural  area  of  the 
world,  on  developments  in  architecture. 

Rookery  Building,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
One  of  the  last  great  masonry  structures 
of  the  19th  century,  designed  by  Daniel 
Burnham  and  John  W.  Root.  Constructed 
in  1886-8,  the  Rookery  is  a  transitional 
structure  which  presaged  the  modem 
steel  frame  office  building.  It  combines 
skeletal  cast  iron  columns  and  spandrel 
beams  supporting  masonry  with  granite 
and  brick  and  terra  cotta.  Criteria:  (ii) 
Has  exerted  great  influence,  over  a  span 
of  time,  and  within  a  cultural  area  of  the 
world,  on  developments  in  architecture. 

South  Dearborn  Street-Printing  House 
Row  North  Historic  District,  Chicago, 
Illinois.  This  commerciahdistrict 
contains  landmark  structures  in  the 
devek>{»nent  of  skyscraper  construction 


and  some  of  the  finest  achievements  of 
the  “Chicago  School”  of  architects:  The 
Manhattan  Building  by  William  Le 
Baron  Jenny,  the  first  complete  steel 
skeleton  building,  with  wind  bracing;  the 
Daniel  Burnham-designed  Fisher 
Building,  an  early  curtain  wall  stmcture; 
the  Old  Colony  Building  by  Holabird 
and  Roche,  using  Corydon  Purdy’s  wind 
bracing  system;  and  the  Burnham  and 
Root  (north  section )  and  Holabird  and 
Roche  (south  section)  Monadnock 
Building,  one  of  the  largest  masonry 
bearing-wall  structures  ever  built. 
Consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
nomination  of  a  “Chicago  School” 
district,  including  this  historic  district 
and  several  of  the  other  buildings 
included  in  this  tentative  list.  Criteria: 

(ii)  Has  exerted  great  influence,  over  a 
span  of  itme,  and  within  a  cultural  area 
of  the  world,  on  developments  in 
architecture. 

Wainwright  Building,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri.  Significant  prototype  of  the 
modem  office  building,  oonstmcted  in 
1890-1.  Sullivan’s  first  commission 
involving  the  use  of  complete  iron  and 
steel  framing.  This  building  represents  a 
deliberate  attempt  to  create  an 
ahistorioal  form  expressive  of  the  new 
mass  of  the  nniltistory  office  block.  For 
Sullivan,  the  potential  aesthetic  quality 
of  the  tall  building  lay  in  its  unusual 
height.  To  emphasize  this  height  to  the 
maximum  degree,  he  devised  a  system 
of  closely  ranked  pierlike  verticals  that 
give  the  street  elevations  their  forceful 
thmst.  Criteria:  (i)  Represents  a  unique 
artistic  achievement,  a  masterpiece  of 
the  creative  genius;  and  (ii)  has  exerted 
great  influence,  over  a  span  of  time,, and 
within  a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Wright  School 

Fallingwater,  Pennsylvania.  One  of 
the  most  famous  of  Frank  Lloyd  Wright’s 
designs,  regarded  by  many  as  his 
masterwork.  Criteria:  (i)  a  unique 
artistic  achievement,  a  masterpiece  of 
the  creative  genius. 

Robie  House,  Chicago,  Illinois.  This 
brick  house,  with  its  low  horizontal 
emphasis,  was  designed  by  Wright  in 
his  “Prairie”  style,  utilizing  an  open  plan 
focused  on  a  large  central  chimney 
mass.  He  continued  inside  walls  to  the 
exterior  to  tie  the  surrounding  landscape 
to  the  house.  Constmcted  1907-9. 
Criteria:  (ii)  Has  exerted  great  influence, 
over  a  span  of  time,  and  within  a 
cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Taliesin,  Wisomisin.  The  second  great 
center  of  Wright’s  activity,  this 
combination  of  home,  workshop, 
laboratory,  and  retreat  oonsists  of 
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several  groupings  of  structures  designed 
Individually  to  suit  their  different  uses. 

It  is  the  summer  home  and  studio  of  the 
Taliesin  Fellowship.  Criteria:  (ii)  Has 
exerted  great  influence,  over  a  span  of 
time,  and  within  a  cultural  area  of  the 
world,  on  developments  in  architecture. 

Unity  Temple,  Oak  Park,  Illinois. 
Wright  designed  the  Temple  with  a 
rooftop  skylight,  rather  than  a  steeple. 
Constructed  in  1906  of  poured  concrete, 
the  Temple  is  basically  a  concrete  cube 
with  stark  and  largely  unomamented 
interior  walls.  Criteria;  (ii)  Has  exerted 
great  influence,  over  a  span  of  time,  and 
within  a  cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Frank  Lloyd  Wright  Home  and  Studio. 
Illinois.  Wright  lived  and  practiced  here, 
in  the  Shingle-style  home  he  built  for  his 
family,  during  the  “First  Golden  Age"  of 
his  long  career.  Constructed  1889-96. 
Criteria:  (ii)  Has  exerted  great  influence, 
over  a  span  of  time,  and  within  a 
cultural  area  of  the  world,  on 
developments  in  architecture. 

Engineering 

Brooklyn  Bridge,  New  York.  Built  by 
John  A.  and  Washington  A.  Roebling, 
the  Brooklyn  Bridge  was  one  of  the 
world’s  ffrst  wire  cable  suspension 
bridges.  The  technical  problems  faced  In 
Its  construction  were  solved  by 
solutions  that  established  precedents  in 
bridge  building.  The  cables  themselves 
are  supported  by  two  massive  Gothic 
pylons,  each  with  two  pointed  arches. 
'Ilie  main  span  is  1595  feet.  Criteria:  (iv) 
An  outstanding  example  of  a  type  of 
structure  which  illustrates  a  signiflccmt 
stage  in  history. 

^ds  Bridge,  Illinois-St  Louis, 
Missouri.  The  first  major  bridge  in  the 
world  in  which  steel  was  employed  in 
the  principal  members.  The  secondary 
members  and  the  tubes  envelopu^  the 
steel  staves  forming  the  arch  ribs  are  of 
wrought  iron.  Criteria:  (iv)  An 
outstanding  example  of  a  t3rpe  of 
structure  which  illustrates  a  significant 
stage  in  history. 

Washington  Monument,  District  of 
Columbia.  The  hollow  shaft,  free  of 
exterior  decoration,  is  the  tallest  free¬ 
standing  masonry  structure  in  the  world 
(555  feet).  It  commemorates  the 
achievements  of  George  Washington, 
first  President  of  the  United  States. 
Criteria:  (iv)  An  outstanding  example  of 
a  type  of  structure  which  illusfrates  a 
significant  stage  in  history. 

Wheeling  Suspension  Bridge,  West 
Virginia.  At  the  time  of  its  completion 
(1872),  this  crossing  of  the  Ohio  River 
(begun  in  1849)  was  the  longest 
suspension  bridge  in  the  world.  It  is 
presently  believed  to  be  the  oldest 
existing  long-span  cable  suspension 


highway  bridge.  Criteria:  (iv)  An 
outstanding  example  of  a  type  of 
structure  which  illustrates  a  significant 
stage  in  history. 

Science  and  Industry 

Bell  Telephone  Laboratories,  New 
York.  From  1898  to  1967  America’s 
largest  industrial  research  laboratory, 
responsible  for  numerous  contributions 
to  pure  science  and  pioneering  work  in 
telecommunications  technology. 

Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and  tangibly 
associated  with  events  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

Drake  Oil  Well,  Pennsylvania.  ’The 
world’s  first  successful  oil  well  was 
drilled  at  this  site  in  the  summer  of  1859. 
A  museum  and  a  replica  of  Drake’s  first 
derrick  remain  atop  the  original  shaft 
Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and  tangibly 
associated  with  events  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

Ether  Dome,  Massachusetts  General 
Hospital,  Boston,  Massachusetts.  The 
first  publicized  use  of  ether  as  an 
anesthetic  took  place  here  in  1846. 
Although  other  physicians  and  dentists 
of  the  time  had  used  ether,  their 
experiments  had  not  been  publicized. 
Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and  tangibly 
associated  with  events  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

General  Qectric  Research  Laboratory, 
Schenectady,  New  York.  A  three- 
building  complex  recognized  as  the  first 
industrial  research  facility  in  the  United 
States.  Since  its  construction  in  1900, 
work  at  the  laboratory  has  made  many 
contributions  to  scientific  knowledge, 
especially  in  the  areas  of  physics  and 
chemistry.  Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

Goddard  Rocket  Launching  Site, 
Massachusetts.  At  this  site,  on  Mardi 
16, 1926,  Dr.  Robert  H.  Goddard 
launched  the  world’s  first  liquid 
propellant  rocket,  an  event  that  set  the 
course  for  future  developments  in 
rocketry.  Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

Lowell  Observatory,  Arizona. 
Astronomical  research  conducted  at  this 
observatory,  founded  by  Dr.  Percival 
Lowell,  has  greatly  enhanced  man’s 
knowledge  of  the  universe.  Most 
significant  of  the  observatory’s 
discoveries  was  the  first  observable 
evidence  of  the  expanding  universe, 
made  by  Dr.  V.  M.  Slipher  in  1912.  It  is 
also  noted  for  intensive  studies  of  Mars, 
the  discovery  of  Pluto,  and  researches  in 
zodiacal  light  and  sunspot  phenomena. 

The  24-inch  Lowell  refracting 
telescope,  instedled  in  1896,  is  in 
operation  today  in  its  original  housing. 
Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and  tan^bly 


associated  with  events  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

McCormick  Farm  and  Workshop. 
Virginia.  Of  the  inventions  that 
revolutionized  agriculture  during  the 
first  half  of  the  19th  century,  the 
mechanical  reaper  (1834),  was  probably 
the  most  important  The  well-preserved 
farmhouse  and  workshop  of  Cyrus 
McCormick,  its  inventor,  are  included  in 
this  property.  Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

Pupin  Physics  Laboratories,  Columbia 
University,  New  Yoric  Enrico  Fermi 
conducted  his  initial  experiments  on  the 
fission  of  uranium  in  these  laboratories. 
In  addition,  the  uranium  atom  was  split 
here  on  January  25. 1939, 10  days  aftm 
the  world’s  first  splitting  in  Copenhagen. 
’The  cyclotron  control  room  contains  the 
table  which  held  the  instruments  used 
on  that  night  The  United  States  would 
consider  nominating  this  site  only  if  die 
Copenhagen  location  is  no  longer  extant 
Criteria:  (vi)  Direcdy  and  tangibly 
associated  with  an  event  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

Trinity  Site,  New  Mexico.  *1116  world's 
first  nudear  device  was  exploded  here 
in  July  1945.  Criteria:  (vi)  Direcdy  and 
tangibly  associated  with  an  event  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

Humanitarian  Endeavor  and  Social 
Reform 

Kalaupapa  Leprosy  Setdement 
Hawaii.  The  work  of  Belgian  priest 
Father  Joseph  Damien  at  this  place 
probably  set  the  pattern  for  treatment  of 
lepers  elsewhere  in  the  world.  Critmia: 
(vi)  Direcdy  and  tangibly  associated 
with  an  event  of  outstanding  universal 
significance. 

New  Harmony  Historic  District. 
Indiana.  Found^  by  the  Rappite 
religious  sect  in  1815,  New  Harmony 
was  purchased  in  1825  by  foitish 
visionary  and  sodalist  reformer  Robert 
Owen,  who  sou^t  to  alleviate  evils 
spawned  by  the  factory  system.  Some  35 
structures  from  the  Rappite-Hormonist 
period  survive.  This  property  should  be 
compared  to  Owenite  remains  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Criteria:  (vi)  Direcdy 
and  tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

Volta  Bureau,  District  of  Columbia. 
Pioneering  woiic  in  the  education  of  the 
deaf  was  conducted  by  the  Volta 
Laboratory,  which  moved  to  this 
location  in  1885;  the  principal  initial 
woric  was  conducted  by  Alexander 
Graham  Bed.  the  inventor  of  the 
telephone.  Criteria:  (vi)  Direcdy  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 
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Warm  Springs  Historic  District, 
Georgia.  The  National  Foundation  for 
Infantile  Paralysis,  which  grew  out  of 
the  Warm  Springs  Foundation 
established  by  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt, 
became  one  of  the  leading  charitable 
institutions  of  the  20th  century.  Warm 
Springs  Hospital  was  the  major 
international  center  for  the  treatment  of 
infantile  paralysis  (polio);  the  research 
that  led  to  the  development  of  the 
preventive  vaccines  had  its  roots  here. 
Criteria:  (vi)  Directly  and  tangibly 
associated  with  events  of  outstanding 
universal  significance. 

International  Affairs 

Fur  Seal  Rookeries,  Alaska.  Originally 
frequented  by  the  native  peoples  of 
Alaska,  these  islands  have  lured 
Russian,  British,  French,  Spanish,  and 
American  fur  hunters  since  the  18th 
century.  The  seal  herds  have  several 
times  been  threatened  with  extinction 
due  to  indiscriminate  hunting,  but  a 
notable  1911  convention  between  the 
United  States,  Great  Britain,  Russia,  and 
Japan  has  provided  them  with 
international  protection  and 
management.  Today’s  flourishing  herds 
illustrate  the  international  application  of 
conservation  principles.  Criteria:  (vi) 
Directly  and  tangibly  associated  with 
events  of  outstanding  universal 
significance. 

Statue  of  Liberty  National  Monument, 
New  Jersey-New  York.  French  historian 
Edouard  Laboulaye  suggested  the 
presentation  of  this  statue  to  the  United 
States,  commemorating  the  alliance  of 
France  and  the  United  States  during  the 
American  Revolution.  The  copper 
colossus  was  designed  by  Frederic 
Auguste  Bartholdi  and  erected 
according  to  plans  by  Gustave  Eiffel. 
The  national  monument  also  includes 
Ellis  Island,  the  depot  through  which 
many  millions  of  immigrants  and 
emigrants  passed.  Criteria:  (iv)  An 
outstanding  example  of  a  type  of 
structure  which  illustrates  a  significant 
stage  in  history,  and  (vi)  directly  and 
tangibly  associated  with  events  of 
outstanding  universal  significance. 

II.  Natural  Properties 

Appalachian  Ranges 

Great  Smoky  Mountains  National 
Park,  Tennessee/North  Carolina,  this 
tract,  which  includes  one  of  the  oldest 
uplands  on  earth,  has  a  diversity  of  lush 
vegetation  associated  with  its  varied 
topography,  including  spruce-fir, 
hemlock,  deciduous,  and  mixed  forests. 
The  area  has  been  designated  a 
Biosphere  Reserve.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  biological 
evolution,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 


natural  phenomena  and  areas  of 
exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Atlantic  Coastal  Plain 

Okefenokee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Georgia /Florida.  This  tract  includes  a 
vast  peat  bog,  interspersed  with  upland 
prairies,  marshes,  and  open  water. 

These  diverse  habitats  are  home  for  a 
wide  range  of  uncommon,  threatened, 
and  endangered  species,  including  the 
American  alligator.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  biological 
evolution,  and  (iv)  habitat  of 
endangered  animal  species. 

Brooks  Range 

Gates  of  the  Arctic  National  Park, 
Alaska.  Gates  of  the  Arctic  includes  a 
portion  of  the  Central  Brooks  Range  and 
is  characterized  by  jagged  mountain 
peaks,  gentle  arctic  valleys,  wild  rivers 
and  numerous  lakes.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
ongoing  geological  processes  and 
biological  evolution,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations,  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

William  O.  Douglas  Arctic  Wildlife 
Range,  Alaska.  Tfris  area’s  varied 
topography,  extending  from  the  Brooks' 
Range  north  to  the  Arctic  Ocean,  .is 
habitat  for  a  tremendous  diversity  of 
wildlife,  including  caribou,  polar  and 
grizzly  bears,  musk  ox,  Dali  sheep, 

Arctic  peregrine  falcons,  and  golden 
eagles.  It  is  a  virtually  undisturbed 
arctic  lansdsape,  with  coastal  plain, 
timdra,  valley,  and  mountain 
components.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  biological 
evolution,  and  (iii)  superlative  natural 
phenomena  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Cascade  Range 

Crater  Lake  National  Park,  Oregon. 
This  unique,  deep  blue  lake  lies  at  the 
center  of  Mount  Mazama,  an  ancient 
volconic  peak  that  collapsed  centuries 
ago  The  lake  is  bounded  by  multicolored 
lava  walls  extending  500  to  2000  feet 
above  the  lake’s  waters.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations,  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Mount  Rainier  National  Park,  , 
Washington.  Mount  Rainier  National 
Park  includes  the  greatest  single-peak 
glacial  system  in  the  U.S.,  radiating  from 
the  summit  and  slopes  of  an  ancient 
volcano.  Dense  forests  and  subalpine 
meadows  here  are  characteristic  of  the 
Cascade  Range.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes  and  biological 


evolution;  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

North  Cascades  National  Park, 
Washington.  The  tall,  jagged  peaks  of 
the  North  Cascades  intercept  moisture- 
laden  winds  off  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
which  produce  glaciers,  waterfalls,  and 
ice  falls  in  this  wild  alpine  region  where 
plant  and  animal  communities  thrive  in 
mountain  valleys.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes  and  biological 
evolution,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Chihuahuan  Desert 

Big  Bend  National  Park,  Texas.  This 
area  has  many  excellent  examples  of 
mountain  systems  and  deep  canyons 
formed  by  a  major  river.  A  variety  of 
unusual  geological  formations  are  found 
here,  with  many  vegetation  types — dry 
coniferous  forest,  woodland,  chaparral, 
and  desert — associated  with  them.  It  has 
been  designated  a  Biosphere  Reserve. 
Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
significant  geological  processes  and 
biological  evolution,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Carlsbad  Caverns  National  Park,  New 
Mexico.  This  series  of  connected 
caverns,  which  include  the  largest 
underground  chambers  yet  discovered, 
have  many  magnificent  and  curious 
cave  formations,  including  an  array  of 
speleothems.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Guadplupe  Mountains  National  Park, 
Texas.  Rising  abruptly  from  the 
surrounding  desert,  the  mountain  mass 
constituting  this  national  park  contains 
portions  of  the  world’s  most  extensive 
and  significant  Permian  limestone  fossil 
reef.  A  tremendous  earth  fault  and 
unusual  flora  and  fauna  are  also  found 
here.  Criteria;  (1)  An  outstanding 
example  illustrating  a  major  stage  of  the 
earth’s  evolutionary  history,  (ii)  an 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena  and 
formations. 

Colorado  Plateau 

Arches  National  Park,  Utah.  Arches 
National  Park  contains  many 
extraordinary  products  of  erosional 
processes,  including  giant  arches, 
windows,  pinnacles  and  pedestals. 
Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
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significant  geological  processes,  and  (iii) 
contains  superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations,  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Bryce  Canyon  National  Park,  Utah. 
Bryce  Canyon  includes  innummerable 
highly  colorful  and  bizarre  pinnacles, 
walls  and  spires,  perhaps  the  most 
colorful  and  unusual  erosional  forms  in 
the  world.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
processes,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Canyonlands  National  Park,  Utah. 

This  area's  diverse  geological  features, 
which  include  arches,  fins,  paillars, 
spires,  and  mesas,  exemplify  the  array 
of  erosional  patterns  carved  primarily 
by  running  water.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Colorado  National  Monument, 
Colorado.  Sheer-walled  canyons, 
towering  monoliths,  bizarre  formations, 
and  dinosaur  fossils  are  contained 
within  this  national  monument.  Criteria: 
(ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
significant  geological  processes,  and  (iii) 
contains  superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Rainbow  Bridge  National  Monument, 
Utah.  Rainbow  Bridge  is  the  greatest  of 
the  world’s  known  natural  bridges, 
rising  290  feet  above  the  floor  of  Bridge 
Canyon.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
processes,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Zion  National  Park,  Utah.  Zion’s 
colorful  canyon  and  mesa  vistas  include 
erosion  and  rock-fault  patterns  that 
produce  phenomental  shapes  and 
landscapes.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
processes,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Hawaiian  Islands 

Hawaii  Volcanoes  National  Park, 
Hawaii.  This  site  contains  outstanding 
examples  of  active  and  recent 
volcanism,  along  with  luxuriant 
vegetational  development  at  its  lower 
elevations.  Criteria:  (i)  An  outstanding 
example  illustrating  the  earth’s 
evolutionary  history,  (ii)  and 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena  and 
formations. 


Mohave  Desert 

Death  Valley  National  Monument, 
California.  This  large  desert,  which  is 
nearly  surrounded  by  high  mountains, 
contains  the  lowest  point  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  It  is  hi^y  representative 
of  Great  Basin/Mohave  Desert  mountain 
and  desert  ecosystems.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes  and  biologiccd 
evolution,  and  (Ui)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena. 

Pacific  Mountain  System 

Aleutian  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Alaska.  The  Aleutians  represent  a 
mixture  of  flora  and  fauna  found  in  both 
the  North  American  and  Asian 
continents,  and  serve  as  a  resting  place 
for  migratory  species.  The  area  has  been 
designated  a  Biosphere  Reserve. 

Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
biological  evolution. 

Denali  National  Park,  Alaska.  This 
tract  embodies  a  unique  and  spectacular 
combination  of  geologic  features, 
including  active  glaciers,  major 
earthquake  faults,  and  Mt.  McKinley, 
the  highest  mountain  peak  in  North 
America.  It  also  includes  outstanding 
examples  of  tundra  and  boreal  forest 
ecosystems.  The  area  has  been 
designated  a  Biosphere  Reserve. 

Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
significant  geological  processes  and 
biological  evolution,  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Glacier  Bay  National  Paiic,  Alaska. 
Great  tidewater  glaciers,  a  dramatic 
range  of  plant  communities  from  rocky 
terrain  recently  covered  by  ice  to  lush 
temperate  raii^orest,  and  a  large  variety 
of  animals,  including  brown  and  black 
bear,  mountain  goats,  whales,  seals  and 
eagles,  can  be  found  in  this  Park. 
Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
significant  ongoing  geological  processes 
and  biological  evolution,  and  (iii) 
contains  superlative  natural  phenomena, 
formations  tmd  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Katmai  National  Park,  Alaska.  This 
area’s  interior  wilderness  includes  the 
Valley  of  10,000  Smokes,  the  result  of 
the  1917  volcanic  eruption  of  Mt 
Katmai.  The  eruption  produced 
countless  fumaroles,  a  few  of  which  are 
still  active.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
processes,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena  and  formations. 

Rocky  Mountains 

Glacier  National  Park,  Montana.  With 
mountain  peaks  exceeding  10,000  feet 
this  site  includes  necurly  50  glaciers. 


many  lakes  and  streams,  and  a  wide 
variety  of  wild  flowers  and  wildlife, 
including  bighorn  sheep,  bald  eagles  and 
grizzly  bears.  The  area  has  been 
designated  a  Biosphere  Reserve. 

Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
significant  geological  processes,  and  (iii) 
an  area  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Grand  Teton  National  Park.  Wyoming. 
Containing  the  most  impressive  portioa 
of  the  Teton  Range  in  t^  Rocky 
Mountains,  this  series  of  peaks  rise 
more  than  a  mile  above  surrounding 
sagebrush  plains.  The  park  includes  the 
winter  feeding  ground  of  the  largest 
American  elk  herd.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes  and  biological 
evolution,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena,  formations  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Rocky  Mountain  National  Park, 
Colorado.  Within  this  412-square  mile 
national  park,  peaks  toweri^  over 
14,000  feet  shadow  wildlife  and 
wildflowers  that  are  characteristic  of  the 
Front  Range  of  the  Rocky  Mountains. 
The  area  has  been  designated  a 
Biosphere  Reserve.  Criteria:  (ii)  An 
outstanding  example  of  significant 
geological  processes  and  biological 
evolution,  and.(iii)  contains  superlathre 
natural  phenomena,  formations,  and 
areas  of  exceptional  natural  beauty. 

Sierra  Nevada 

Sequoia/Kings  Canyon  National 
Parks,  California.  A  combination  of  two 
adjoining  national  parks,  this  tract 
includes  Mount  Whitney,  the  tallest 
mountain  in  the  United  States  outside  of 
Alaska,  Mineral  King  Valley,  and  two 
enormous  canyons  of  the  Kings  River. 
Groves  of  giant  sequoia,  the  world's 
largest  living  things  are  found  here.  This 
area  has  been  designated  a  Biosphere 
Reserve.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
processes  and  biological  evolution,  and 
(iii)  contains  superlative  natural 
phenomena  and  areas  of  exceptional 
natural  beauty. 

Yosemite  National  Park.  California. 
Granite  Peaks  and  domes  rise  high 
above  broad  meadows  in  the  heart  of 
the  Sierra  Nevada,  along  with  groves  of 
sequoias  and  related  tree  species. 
Mountains,  lakes,  and  waterfalls, 
including  the  nation’s  highest,  are  found 
here.  Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  geological 
prcesses  and  biolobical  evolution,  and 
(iii)  contains  superlative  natural 
phenomena,  formations  and  areas  of 
exceptional  natural  beauty. 


43898 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  169  /  Tuesday,  September  1,  1981  /  Notices 


Sonoran  Desert 

Organ  Pipe  Cactus  National 
Monument/Cabeza  Prieta  National 
Wildlife  Range,  Arizona.  This  tract 
contains  blo^-faulted  mountains 
separated  by  wide  alluvial  valleys, 
along  with  playas,  lava  fields,  and 
sands.  It  includes  representative 
examples  of  the  Sonoran  Desert  found  in 
this  regional  and  nowhere  else  in  the 
United  States.  Organ  Pipe  Cactus 
National  Monument  has  been 
designated  a  Biosphere  Reserve. 

Criteria:  (ii)  An  outstanding  example  of 
biological  evolution  and  (iii)  contains 
superlative  natural  phenomena. 

Saguaro  National  Monument,  Arizona. 
Giant  saguaro  cactus,  unique  to  the 
Sonoran  Desert  of  southern  Arizona  and 
northwestern  Mexico,  reach  up  to  50 
feet  in  height  in  the  cactus  forest  in  this 
park.  Criteria;  (ii)  An  outstanding 
example  of  significant  biological 
evolution,  and  (iii)  contains  superlative 
natural  phenomena. 

Dat^:  August  27, 1981. 

G.  Ray  Arnett, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and 
Parks. 

|PR  Doc.  81-26422  FOed  8-31-81: 9-J»  amj 

BHXMQ  CODE  4310-7041 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Finance  Docket  No.  29717] 

Genesee  and  Wyoming  Railroad  Co.; 
Purchase  Consolidated  Rail  Corp. 
Between  Groveland  and  BAO  Junction, 
NY 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  intent  to  purchase. 

summary:  Genesee  and  Wyoming 
Railroad  Company  (GWRR)  hereby 
gives  notice  of  its  intent  to  purchase 
certain  trackage  of  the  Consolidated 
Rail  Corporation  (Conrail).  The  purpose 
of  the  proposed  acquisition  is  to  acquire 
certain  rail  trackage  prior  to  to  its 
abandonment  or  further  deterioration, 
and  to  preserve  it  as  a  regional  “feeder” 
line  for  the  benefit  of  local  shippers  and 
commimities. 

DATES:  GWRR’s  application  may  be 
filed  no  earlier  than  November  13, 1981, 
and  comments  and  competing 
applications  are  due  no  later  than  30 
days  after  the  application  is  filed.  All 
statements  and  application  should  refer 
to  Finance  Docket  No.  29717. 

ADDRESS:  An  original  and  10  copies  of 
all  statements  should  be  sent  to:  Section 
of  Finance,  Room  5417,  Interstate 


Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  HVORMAHON  CONTACT: 

Wayne  N.  Michel  (202)  275-7657  or  Ellen 
D.  Hanson  (202)  278-7245. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Genesee 
and  Wyoming  Railroad  Company 
(GWRR)  has  notified  the  Commission  of 
its  intent  to  apply  to  purchase  certain 
trackage  of  the  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  (Conrail)  under  the  feeder 
line  acquisition  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
10910  and  the  final  rules  of  the 
Commission  in  Ex  Parte  No.  395,  served 
July  9, 1981,  which  were  codified  at  49 
CFR  Part  1128. 

In  its  prospective  application  GWRR 
will  seek  to  purchase  the  Conrail  line 
segment  extending  between  Groveland, 
NY  (MP  325.8)  in  Livingston  Coimty  and 
B&O  Junction,  NY  (MP  350.3),  in 
Genesee  County  a  distance  of  ‘ 
approximately  24.5  miles.  This  line 
segment,  sometimes  referred  to  as  the 
Groveland  Branch,  is  currently  listed  in 
Category  2  of  Conrail’s  system  diagram 
map  as  under  study  for  future 
abandonment  pursuant  to  49  CFR 
1121.30(b)(2)  and  is  thus  eligible  for 
acquisition  as  a  feeder  line. 

GWRR  seeks  to  acquire  this  segment 
to  (1)  expand  its  rail  system  and 
increase  it  revenues;  (2)  serve  rail  ' 
customers;  (3)  establish  an  interchange 
operation  between  GWRR  and  the 
Dansville  and  Mount  Morris  Railroad 
(DMM),  at  Groveland,  NY;  (4)  create 
another  interchange  between  GWRR 
and  ConRail  at  North  Alexander,  NY  or 
Attica,  NY;  (5)  create  the  construction  of 
a  connection  at  B&O  Junction,  NY 
between  GWRR  and  the  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  (B&O),  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  interchange  and 
through-train  operations,  and  (6)  create 
and  promote  industrial  expansion  and 
increased  customer  rail  usage  on  the 
acquired  line  and  in  the  region. 

.Upon  acquisition  of  the  line,  GWRR 
will  provide  regular  5-day  per  week 
service  to  shippers  along  the  line,  as 
well  as  provide  competitive  rail  outlets 
for  those  customers  of  B&O  and  DH,  and 
create  new  alternate  rail  routings. 

GWRR  is  presently  considering 
imposition  of  the  following 
preconditions  on  service:  (a)  the  right  of 
decide  whethm*  to  decline  the  shipment 
of  extremely  hazardous  materials  and 
(b)  the  right  to  impose  surcharges. 

GWRR  presently  intends  to  elect  a  full 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  (except  its 
joint-rates  provisions). 

DH  now  holds  non-commercial 
trackage  rights  granted  by  Conrail  over 
the  line,  and  GWRR  expects  to  grant  DH 
the  same  privilege  upon  acquisition  of 


the  line.  Upon  commencing  operations, 
GWRR  will  assume  Conrail’s  current 
joint  rates  and  divisions  applicable  to 
the  line  portion  being  acquired. 

Any  interested  party  may  submit 
comments  or  recommendations  to  the 
Commission  with  respect  to  the  Notice 
and  application,  and  any  interested  and 
financially  responsible  persons  may  also 
propose  to  acquire  the  property  through 
a  competing  application. 

Persons  wishing  to  contact  GWRR 
regarding  this  matter  should  do  so  at  the 
following  address:  James  B.  Gary,  Jr., 
Esq.,  Harter,  Secrest  &  Emery,  700 
Midtown  Tower,  Rochester,  NY  14604, 
(716)  232-6500. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-26416  Pited  8-31-81;  ^  ami  ' 

MLUNO  CODE  7036-01-M 


Long-  and  Short-Haul  Application  for 
Relief  (Formerly  Fourth  Section 
Application) 

This  application  for  long-  and  short- 
haul  relief  has  been  filed  with  the  I.C.C. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  I.C.C.  on  or 
before  September  16, 1981. 

No.  43934,  Trans-Continental  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  562),  reduced  rates 
on  Wheat,  threshed,  in  carloads,  and  in 
trainloads,  from  Stations  in  Montana 
and  North  Dakota  to  Spokane,  WA. 
Rates  are  to  be  published  in  section  6  of 
tariff  ICC  TCFB  4045-0,  to  become 
effective  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Grounds  for  relief— Market  Competition. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-26414  Filed  8-31-81;  8:48  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  f^m 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 


Federal  Register  j  Vol.  46,  No.  169  /  Tuesday,  September  1.  1981  /  Notices 


prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
'  problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  propos^,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
fi-om  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issu^. 

Within  00  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note.— All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract". 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman's  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

VohiBie  No.  OPI-241 

Decided:  August  24, 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Fortier. 
Member  Chandler  not  participating  in  part. 


MC  10761  (sub-3288),  filed  August  14. 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANSAMERICAN 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2843  E,  Paris  Rd., 
SE.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49508. 
Representative:  William  A.  Chesnutt, 
Suite  960, 1333  New  Hampshire  Ave., 
N,W.,  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  659- 
5157,  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
serving  points  in  CT,  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN, 

MD,  MA,  MI,  MO,  NC,  RI,  SC,  VA  and 
WI,  as  off-route  points  in  connection  ^ 
with  carrier’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular-route  operations. 

MC  93840  (Sub-65),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant  GLESS  BROS.,  INC., 

P,0.  Box  219,  Blue  Grass,  LA  52726. 
Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309, 

(515)  244-2329,  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
lA,  IL.  MN,  WL  MO.  NE,  and  KS. 

,  MC  118611  (Sub-20),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  LAWRENCE 
McKENZIE  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  135,  Winchester,  KY  40391. 
Representative:  William  L  Willis,  Suite 
708  McClure  Bldg.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601. 
Transporting  machinery,  between  points 
in  Bourbon  County,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  IL, 
LA.  NC.  PA.  SC,  VA,  VT,  WY  and  WV. 

MC  124370  (Sub-7),  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant  ACE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC,  P.O. 

Box  328, 1407  St.  John  Ave.,  Albert  Lea, 
MN  56007.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1600  TCP  Tower,  121  So.  8th  St, 
Minneapolis.  MN  55402  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  (1)  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  and  (2)  baggage  of 
passengers,  in  a  separate  vehicle,  in 
round-trip  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  (a)  at 
points  in  Steele  and  Mower  Counties, 
MN,  and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  WY)  and  points  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Mexico,  and  (b)  at  points  in 
Cerro  Gordo,  Emmet,  Floyd,  Franklin, 
Hancock,  Kossuth,  Mitchell,  Winnebago, 
Worth  and  Wright  Counties,  lA.  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
CO.  IL.  KS.  MN.  MO.  MT.  NE,  SD.  WI, 
and  WY). 

MC  133920  (Sub-28),  filed  April  22, 
1981,  and  previously  noticed  in  Federal 
Register  issue  of  May  7, 1981.  Applicant 
HOWARD  SHEPPARD,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
755,  Sandersville,  GA  31062. 
Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30349, 
(404)  996-6266.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  CT,  DE, 
FL.  IL.  IN.  KY.  LA.  MA.  MD.  ME.  ML 


MN.  MS.  MO.  NH.  N],  NY.  NC.  OH.  PA, 
RI.  SC.  TN.  TX.  VT.  VA.  WV.  and  WL 

Note. — ^This  republication  includes  NC  ie 
lieu  of  NE  in  the  above  radial  movement 

MC  142080  (Sub-22),  filed  August  17. 
1981.  Applicant:  LITE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  480  Neponset  St.,  Canton,  MA 
02021.  Representative:  Frederick  T. 
O’Sullivan,  P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody.  MA 
01960.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  points  in  MA. 
CT,  RI.  NH,  NY,  ME.  VT.  NJ.  PA,  DE. 

OH,  MI.  MD.  VA.  KY.  SC  NC.  GA.  and 
DC.  and  (2)  between  points  in  AZ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  odier,  points 
in  MA,  CT.  RL  NJ,  NY.  ME.  VT.  NJ.  PA. 
DE.  OH.  MI.  MD.  VA,  KY.  Sa  NC,  GA. 
and  DC. 

MC  146821  (Sub-7),  filed  August  17. 
1981.  Applicant:  RON  BESTEMAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2240  Byron  Center 
Rd.  SW.,  Wyoming.  MI  49509. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids.  MI  49608, 
(616)  459-6121.  Transporti^  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  of  (a) 
Henry  House,  Inc.,  and  (b)  Bil-Mar 
Foods,  Inc.,  in  MI,  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147321  (Sub-7),  filed  August  5. 
1981.  Applicant:  BILL  STARR 
TRUCKING.  INC„  1041 S.  Vista  Dr., 
Independence,  MO  64056. 
Representative:  Alex  M.  Lewandowsid. 
1221  Baltimore  Ave.,  Ste.  600,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64105,  (816)  221-1464. 
Transporting  genera/  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contracts]  with  Sun  City 
Warehousesm  Inc.,  of  El  Paso.  TX. 

MC  149570  (Sub-4),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant  KNO),  INC.,  P.O.  Box  B 
88832  Tukwila  Station,  Seattle.  WA 
98188.  Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15 
South  Grady  Way — Suite  321,  Renton. 
WA  98055,  (206)  235-1111.  Transportu^ 
textile  mill  products,  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  chemicals  and  related 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
metal  containers,  machinery,  and 
hazardous  materials,  between  Seattle, 
WA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  and  points  in 
Santa  Clara  County,  CA.  on  theone 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  CO,  ID,  MT.  NM.  NV.  OR,  UT.  WA 
and  WY.  Cmdition:  'To  the  extent  that 
the  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
authorizes  the  transportation  of 
hazardous  materials,  it  will  expire  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

MC  157731,  filed  August  17. 1981. 
AppUcanU  GARDNER  ENTERPRISES, 
ING^  195  NJS.  2nd  Ave^  John  Day,  OR 
97845.  Representative:  J(^  R.  Gardner 
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(same  address  as  applicant],  (503)  575- 
1410.  Transporting  malt  beverages, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Dalton 
Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Bums,  OR. 

Volume  No.  OPY-S-149 

Decided:  August  24, 1081. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Numbers  2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly  and 
Williams. 

MC  60325  (Sub-13),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  JEFFERSON  LINES, 

INC.,  1206  Currie  Ave.,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55403.  Representative:  Linda  L. 

Chalstrom,  P.O.  Box  280 — ^Law  Bldg., 
^Marrisonville,  MO  64701,  (816)  884-3238. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  AR,  lA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  and  OK, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  106775  (Sub-49),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  ATLAS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  15015  East  F^eway,  Houston,  TX 
77015.  Representative:  Sam  Hallman, 

4555  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas, 

TX  75202,  (214)  741-6263.  Transporting 
(1)  Mercer  cammodities,  (2)  those 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
handling  or  equipment,  (3)  building 
materials,  (4)  forest  products,  (5)  lumber 
and  wood  products,  (6)  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  (7)  clay,  concrete,  glass 
or  stone  products,  (8)  metal  products,  (9) 
machinery,  and  (10)  waste  or  scrap 
materials  not  identified  by  industry 
producing,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  109294  (Sub-28],  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  CON^iERCIAL  TRUCK 
CO.,  LIT).,  2120  United  Blvd.,  Coquitlam, 
British  Columbia,  Canada  V3J  6Z9. 
Representative:  Michael  B.  Crutcher, 

2000  IBM  Building,  Seattle,  WA  98101, 
(206)  623-7580.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  clases  A  and  B 
explosives],  (1)  between  points  in  WA, 
OR,  ID,  MT  and  CA;  and  (2)  between 
WA,  OR,  ID,  MT,  and  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ, 
AR,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL,  in,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MI.  MN,  MO,  NE,  NV.  NM,  NY,  NC,  ND, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  SC.  SD,  TX.  UT,  WI.  and 
WY. 

MC  123354  (Sub-3),  filed  August  7, 
1961.  Applicant:  MARC  TRANS.,  INC., 
Georgetown  Lane,  Beaver,  PA  15009. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806 
Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburg,  PA  15219,  (412) 
281-9494.  Transporting  genero/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives],  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with  St.  Joe 
Minerals,  Inc.,  and  its  subsidiaries  St. 
Joe  International,  St.  Joe  Lead  Company, 
St.  Joe  Resources  Company,  St.  Joe 


Trading  Company,  and  St.  Joe  Zinc 
Company,  all  of  Monaca,  PA. 

MC  129444  (Sub-9],  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  KNOBLOCH 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Yaphank 
Avenue,  Brooklyn,  NY  11719. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  CPC 
International  Inc.,  of  Englewood  Cliffs, 

NJ. 

MC  138805  (3ub-14),  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  S  &  L  SERVICES,  INC., 
RD  No.  1,  Milton,  PA  17847. 
Representative:  Terrance  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006, 
(202)  223-8270.  Transporting  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  and  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  (1)  between  points  in 
Adams  Coimty,  IN.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WI,  LA,  EL, 
MN,  MI.  IN.  OH,  KY,  CT.  MA,  VT,  NH. 

RI  and  ME,  (2)  between  points  in  Allen 
County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  MA,  RI,  VT,  NH, 
and  ME,  (3)  between  points  in  Gwinnett 
and  Bibb  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA,  NJ,  MD, 
DE  and  MA,  and  (4)  between  Hammond, 
IN  and  points  in  I^ke  County,  IN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MN,  MI,  WI.  OH,  KY.  IL.  and  Essex 
Coimty,  MA. 

MC  140334  (Sub-ll),  filed  August  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  AM-CAN  TRANSPORT 
SERVICR  INC.,  P.O.  Box  859,  Anderson, 
SC  29621.  Representative:  John  T.  Wirth, 
717 17th  Street,  Suite  2600,  Denver,  CO 
80202,  (303)  892-6700.  Transporting  (1) 
textile  mill  products,  (2)  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  and  (3)  chemicals  and 
related  praducts,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Milliken  &  Company,  of  Spartansburg, 
SC. 

MC  142114  (Sub-14),  filed  August  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  RETAIL  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  9  Stuart  Road,  Chelmsford,  MA 
01824.  Representative:  Frank  M. 
Cushman,  36  South  Main  Street,  Sharon, 
MA  02067,  (617)  784-6412.  Transporting 
general  commadities,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  A.C.  Inventory  Control  Corporaton, 
of  Chestnut  Hill,  MA. 

MC  142225  (Sub-3),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  GYPSUM  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Route  4, 
Tifton,  GA  31794.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N. 
Washington,  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210,  (703)  525-^50. 
Transporting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  points  in  AL,  FL,  and  GA. 


MC  142935  (Sub-25),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  PLASTIC  EXPRESS, 

2301  E.  Francis  Street,  Ontario,  CA 
91761.  Representative:  Richard  C.  Celio, 
2300  Camino  Del  Sol,  Fullerton,  CA 
92633.  Transporting  genero/ 
commodities,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with  The 
Pennzoil  Company,  of  Los  Angeles,  CA. 

Note. — ^To  the  extent  the  certificate  granted 
in  this  proceeding  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B  explosives 
it  shall  expire  5  years  fitim  the  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  144115  (Sub-29),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  DIVERSIFIED 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  6670 11th  Avenue 
SW.,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Charles  E.  Dye,  P.O.  Box 
971,  West  Bend,  WI  53094,  (414)  677- 
2586.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Armour  Foods  Company,  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  144305  (Sub-8)  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  McCAIN  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  5  Wade  Rd.,  Washburn,  ME  04786. 
Representative:  John  C.  Lightbody,  30 
Exchange  St.,  Portland,  ME  04101,  (207) 
776-6661.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  food 
houses,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  OK,  and  TX; 
and  (2)  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  between  points  in  PA  and  NY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NY,  RI,  CT,  MA,  NH,  VT,  and 
ME. 

MC  144624  (Sub-4)  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  AMERICAN  STREVELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26828,  2205 
West  15th  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Eugene  D. 
Anderson,  910 17th  Street,  N.W.,  Suite 
428,  Washington,  DC  20006,  (202)  296- 
2550.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Western 
Supply,  Inc.,  of  Salt  Lake  City,  UT. 

MC  145054  (Sub-47)  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  COORS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  5101 
York  St.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  1660 
Lincoln  St.,  Suite  1600,  Denver,  CO 
80264,  (303)  861-4028.  Transporting 
general  cammodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  146084  (Sub-3)  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  THOMAS  R.  GOLTZ, 
d.b.a.  GOLTZ  TRUCKING,  Box  91, 
Young  America,  IN  46998. 
Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser,  1101 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  169  /-Tuesday,  September  1,  1981  /  Notices 


43901 


Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204, 

(317)  635-2339.  Transporting  salt  and 
salt  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
the  International  Salt  Company  of 
Clarks  Summit,  PA. 

MC 146985  (Sub-13)  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  EASTERN, 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  731  South  Main  St, 
P.O.  Box  1614,  Elkhart,  IN  46515. 
Representative:  Phillip  A.  Renz,  Suite 
200  Metro  Bldg.  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46802, 
(219)  423-3595.  Transporting  ^e/iero/ 
commodities  (except  clases  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Clark 
Equipment  Company,  of  Buchanan,  MI. 

MC  148355  (Sub-4),  filed  August  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  A-L  DISPOSAL 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  301,  400 
Broad  St.,  Plainwell,  MI  49080. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503, 
(616)  459-6121.  Transporting  toxic/ 
hazardous  waste  materials,  hazardous 
waste  substances,  and  hazardous  waste, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note.— The  certiHcate  granted  in  this 
proceeding  shall  expire  5  years  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

MC  150425  (Sub-5),  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  D,  Clarksville,  TX  75426. 
Representative:  Kim  G.  Meyer,  235 
Peachtree  St.,  N.E.,  Suite  1200,  Gaslight 
Tower,  Atlanta.  GA  30303,  (404)  522- 
2322.  Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  used  in  the  agricultural,  water 
treatment  food  processing,  wholesale 
grocery,  and  institutional  supply 
industries,  between  Iberia  Parish,  LA, . 
and  points  in  Van  Zandt  County,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AR.  OK.  TX,  MO,  LA,  MS,  AL.  GA. 
SC.  NC.  TN,  KY  and  OH. 

MC  152414  (Sub-3),  filed  August  12. 
1981.  Applicant:  PAUL  M.  MUNSEN,  120 
E.  Ogden  Ave.,  Hinsdale,  IL  60521. 
Representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33 
N.  LaSalle  St.,  Chic^o,  IL  60602,  (312) 
236-5044.  Transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Pinellas,  Hillsborough, 
Manatee,  Sarasota,  Charlotte,  Lee, 
Pasco,  Hernando,  Citrus,  Polk,  Orange. 
Osceola  and  Lake  Counties,  FL.  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154645.  filed  August  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  FINK  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Darlington,  WI  53530. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegd,  Olde 
Towne  Ofiice  Park,  6333  Odana  Rd., 
Madison,  WI  53719,  (608)  273-100*. 
Transporting  genera/  commodities, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (1)  The 


County  Seedman,  Inc.,  and  (2) 

Southwest  Supply,  Iric.,  both  of 
Platteville,  WI,  (3)  John  J.  Fink,  d.b.a. 
Fink's  Grain,  and  (4)  Lafayette  Farm  Co¬ 
op,  both  of  Darlington,  WI,  (5)  Bob  Rock 
&  Sons,  Inc.,  of  Dodgeville,  V\^,  (6)  Ross 
Soil  Service,  Inc.,  and  (7)  Terra  Eastern 
Corporation,  both  of  Mineral  Point,  WL 

MC  155354,  filed  August  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  RYPKEMA  OIL  COMPANY, 
a  corporation.  Rural  Route  No.  1,  Mora, 
MN  55051.  Representative:  Robert  S. 

Lee.  1600  TCF  Tower,  121  South  8th  St. 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  Kanabec 
County,  MN,  Pinal  County,  AZ,.and  the 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155645,  filed  August  12. 1981. 
Applicant  LAND-LINK  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  807  Ocean  Rd.,  Point  Pleasant 
NJ  08742.  Representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper,  168  Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland 
Park,  NJ  08904,  (201)  572-5551, 
Transporting  chemical  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Royce 
Chemical  Company,  of  East  Rutherford, 
NJ. 

MC  156294,  filed  August  11. 1961. 
Applicant:  HENDRICKS  AND 
ANDERSON.  INC.,  446  W.  Cedar  St, 
Franklin,  KY  42134.  Representative:  D. 

R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box  482,  Franklin,  TN 
37064.  (615)  790-2510.  Transporting  (1) 
pulp,  paper  and  related  products,  and  (2) 
printed  matter,  between  points  in 
Simpson  County,  KY,  Waseca  County, 
MN,  and  Davidson  County,  TN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  156505,  filed  July  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  HAMPTON  ENTERPRISES, 
d.b.a.  HAMPTON  WATER  SERVICE, 
P.O.  Box  389,  Sidney,  MT  59270. 
Representative:  Dennis  R.  Lopach,  P.O. 
Box  514,  Helena.  MT  59624.  (406)  442- 
8070.  Transporting  natural  water,  brine 
water,  fluids  used  in  drilling  for  oil  and 
gas,  and  hydrogen  sulfide,  between 
points  in  MT,  ND.  WY  and  ID. 

MC  157204  (Sub-1),  filed  August  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  SUR-WAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1506  Radium 
Springs  Rd.,  Albany,  GA  31705. 
Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101 
Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL  32202, 
(904)  632-2300.  Transporting  general 
commodities  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Procter  &  Gamble  Company,  of 
Cincinnati,  OR 

MC  157614,  filed  August  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  E.  ALEXANDER, 


d.b.a.  BRUCE  BUILDING  SUPPLY.  Box 
686,  Bruce,  MS  38015.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Grogan,  2000  Fmst  Tennessee 
Bank  Bldg.,  Memphis.  TN  38103,  (901) 
526-2000.  Transporting  lumber  products 
and  building  materials,  between  points 
in  AL,  AR,  LA,  MS,  TN  and  TX. 

MC  157694,  filed  August  13, 1961. 
AppUcanfc  HAGGERTY’S  TOUR  AND 
TRAVEL  SERVICE,  Baken  Park 
Shopping  Center,  Rapid  City.  SD  57701. 
Representative:  Lowell  H.  %uck  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (605)  348-1434.  As 
a  broker,  at  Rapid  City.  SD,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  points  in  SD.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  157714,  filed  August  14. 1981. 
Applicant  LOW  BOY  SERVICE,  INC. 
Rural  Route  #5.  Minot  ND  58701. 
Representative:  Richard  P.  Anderson, 

502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126,  (701)  235-4487.  Transporting 
machinery,  between  points  in  ND.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MT,  SD,  and  MN. 

MC  158354  (Sub-l),  filed  July  23. 198L 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Re^ster  on  August  11. 1981.  Applicant 
FICEL  SALES,  INC  P.O.  Box  1984, 
Blasdell,  NY  14219.  Representative: 
Michael  A.  Wargula,  2550  Main  Place 
Tower.  Buffalo,  NY  14202,  (716)  845- 
6066.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  ^thlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  at  points  in  Cambria, 
Dauphin,  Lebanon,  Lycoming,  and 
Nor^ampton  Counties,  PA.  Baltimore 
County.  MD,  Porter  County.  IN.  and  Erie 
County,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT.  DE,  IL,  IN,  MA, 
MD.  ME.  MI.  MO.  NR  NJ.  NY.  OR  PA 
RLVT.andDC 

Note. — ^This  republication  adds  *Vr*  to  the 
territorial  description. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-153 

Decided:  August  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly,  and  Williaam. 

MC  32505  (Sub-1),  filed  August  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  VINCTS  EXPRESS,  INC 
404  Madison  Ave.,  Woodbine,  NJ  06270. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  KieL  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center.  New 
York.  NY  10048,  (212)  46&-0220. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Atlantic,  Cape  Ktey. 
Cumberland,  Gloucester  and  S^em 
Counties,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  DE.  MD.  PA  NY.  CT 
and  DC 

MC  72465  (Sub-11),  filed  Av^t  19. 
1981.  Applicant:  DANIELS 
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TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  91 
Mechanic  St.,  Lebanon,  NH  03766. 
Representative:  James  M.  Bums,  1383 
Main  St.,  Suite  413,  Springfield,  MA 
01103,  (413)  781-8205.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
CT,  MA,  ME,  NH,  NY,  RI,  and  VT,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC 120114  (Sub-2),  filed  August  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  COLDIRON  LINES, 

INC.,  5325  South  Madera  St.,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73129.  Representative:  Max  G. 
Morgan,  P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK 
73034,  (405)  348-7700.  Transporting  (1) 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
OK;  and  (2)  clay,  between  points  in  Big 
Horn  County,  WY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  In  OK  and  TX. 

MC  138875  (Sub-307),  filed  August  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  11900  Franklin 
Road,  Boise,  ID  83709.  Representative: 
Patricia  A.  Russell  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (208)  376-5757.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  OH  and  SC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OH,  OR,  UT,  WA  and 
WY. 

MC  143575  (Sub-2),  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  TRANSIT 
LINES,  INC.,  115  Passaic  St.,  Rochelle 
Park,  NJ  07662.  Representative:  Chandler 
L  Van  Orman,  1729  H  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20006,  (202)  337-6500. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  Philadelphia,  PA, 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Atlantic  and  Cape  May  Counties,  NJ. 

Note. — ^The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  of  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A]  or 
submit  an  affidavit  to  the  Secretary’s  Office. 
In  order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority,  please  submit  a  copy  of  the 
affidavit  or  proof  of  filing  the  application(s] 
for  common  control  to  Team  3,  Room  2158. 

MC  144115  (Sub-30),  filed  August  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  DIVERSIFIED 
CARRIERS  INC.,  6670 11th  Avenue  SW, 
Rochester,  MN  55901.  Representative: 
Charles  E.  Dye,  P.O.  Box  981,  West 
Bend,  WI  53095,  (414)  677-2586. 
Transporting  food  ond  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  John  Morrell 
&  Co.,  of  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  146765  (Sub-6),  filed  August  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAYTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  110  First  Ave., 
Clarence.  LA  52216.  Representative: 
Donald  S.  Mullins,  1033  Graceland  Ave., 


Des  Plaines,  IL  60016,  (312)  298-1094. 
Transporting  metal  products,  from 
points  in  Putnam  County,  IL,  to  points  in 
AL,  AR,  GA.  MS.  MO,  OK.  TN,  and 
those  in  KS  in  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  77. 

MC  154664,  filed  August  13. 1981. 
Applicant:  KIRYAS  JOEL  TRANSIT 
CORP.,  4  Hayes  Court,  Monroe,  NY 
10950.  Representative:  Sidney  J.  Leshin, 
575  Madison  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10022, 
(212)  759-3700.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  between  Monroe,  NY,  and  New 
York,  NY;  from  Monroe,  NY  over  NY 
Hwy  17  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  87, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  87  to  NY  Hwy 
17,  then  over  NY  Hwy  17  to  NY-NJ  State 
line  to  NJ  Hwy  17,  then  over  NJ  Hwy  17 
to  junction  NJ  Hwy  3,  then  over  NJ  Hwy 
3  through  the  Lincoln  Tunnel  to  New 
York,  NY,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

MC  155394,  filed  August  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  LANIER  EXPRESS 
INCORPORATED.  2775  Highway  54 
West,  Fayetteville,  GA  30214. 
Representative:  Edward  J.  Kiley,  1730  M 
St.,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
AL.  CA.  FL,  GA,  NC,  SC.  TN.  and  TX. 

MC  156085,  filed  August  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  JAMES  MORRIS,  d.b.a. 
MORRIS  TRUCKING.  71  Madrid  Plaza. 
Mesa,  AZ  85201.  Representative:  Floyd 
L.  Farano,  2555  E.  Chapman  Ave.,  Suite 
415,  Fullerton,  CA  92631,  (714)  773-4111. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (2)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  (3)  building  materials, 
and  (4)  metal  products,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Hamilton  Materials,  Inc.  of  Orange. 
CA  and  Domtar  Gypsum  American,  Inc. 
of  Oakland,  CA. 

MC  157195  (Sub-1),  filed  august  14, 
1981.  Applicant;  DANIEL  E.  GAGAIN, 
d.b.a.  D  &  L  TRUCKING.  5715  Angola 
Rd.,  P.O.  Box  7490,  Toledo,  OH  43615. 
Representative:  Keith  D.  Warner,  5732 
West  Rowland  Rd.,  Toledo,  OH  43613, 
(419)  474-6883.  Transporting  general 
commodities,  between  points  in  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MI,  and  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail  or  water. 

Note. — ^The  certificate  granted  in  this 
proceeding  to  the  extent  it  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B  explosives 
shall  expire  5  years  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

MC  157695,  filed  August  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALL-AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  10  West  Third 
Street,  Everett,  MA  02149. 
Representative:  James  E.  Mahoney,  148 
State  Street,  Boston,  MA  02109,  (617) 


523-2660.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in 
Middlesex  and  Suffolk  Counties,  MA 
and  those  in  Broward  County,  FL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO, 

QK  and  TX. 

MC  157734,  filed  August  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  J  &  J  LOGGING  CO.,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  588,  Tonasket,  WA  98855. 
Representative:  Boyd  Hartman,  P.O,  Box 
3641,  Bellevue.  WA  98009-3641,  (206) 
453-0312.  Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  (2)  pipe  and  tubing,  (3) 
machinery,  (4)  lumber  products,  and  (5) 
building  materials,  between  points  in 
WA,  OR.  ID,  MT,  and  UT. 

MC  157754,  filed  August  18. 1981. 
Applicant:  McNEECE  BROS.  OIL  CO., 
INC.,  1870-D  Dogwood  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
1280,  El  Centro,  CA  92243. 

Representative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein, 
1441  E.  Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014, 
(602)  264-4891.  Transporting  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  between  points 
in  Riverside,  Imperial,  San  Diego,  San 
Bemadino  and  Los  Angeles  Counties, 

CA,  and  points  in  Yuma  and  Maricopa 
Counties,  AZ. 

MC  156845,  filed  July  13, 1981 
previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  July  27, 1981.  Applicant: 
WINN’S  HAULING.  INC.,  6805  School 
Avenue,  Richmond,  VA  23228. 
Representative:  Carroll  B.  Jackson,  1810 
Vincennes  Rd.,  Richmond,  VA  23229, 
(804)  282-3809.  Transporting  solar 
systems  and  component  parts  thereof, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — ^This  republication  corrects  the 
territorial  description. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-343 

Decided:  August  26, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly  and  Williams. 

MC  21436  (Sub-8),  filed  August  18, 

1981.  Applicant:  RELIANCE  VAN 
COMPANY,  INC.,  215  West  Second 
Ave.,  Conshohocken,  PA  19428. 
Representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000 
Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Suite  1200, 
Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  785-0024. 
Transporting  household  goods,  between 
points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  NY.  MA,  CT, 
RI,NJ,  DE,  MD,  OH,  PA,  VA,  AL,  FL,  GA. 
KY.  NC,  SC,  TN,  WV.  IN,  IL,  MI,  WI, 

MS,  and  DC.  Condition:  The  person  or 
persons  who  appear  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  of  another  regulated 
carrier  must  either  file  an  application 
under  49  U.S.C.  §  11343(A)  or  submit  an 
affidavit  indicating  why  such  approval 
is  unnecessary  to  the  Secretary’s  office. 
In  order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority  please  submit  a  copy  of  the 
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afHdavit  or  proof  of  filing  the 
applicationsfs]  for  common  control  to 
team  4,  Room  5331. 

MC  48386  (Sub-20),  Hied  August  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  GRAVER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  R.D.  7,  Box  7655,  Stroudsburg,  PA 
18360.  Representative:  Joseph  A. 

Keating,  Jr.,  121  S.  Main  St.,  Taylor,  PA 
18517,  (717)  344-8030.  Transporting  sa/f 
and  salt  products,  between  points  in 
Tompkins  County,  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA  and  NJ. 

MC  99986  (Sub-3),  filed  July  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  BELLEVILLE  TRUCK  UNE,  ’ 
INC.,  7781  Martinsville  Rd.,  Belleville, 

WI  53528.  Representative:  John  L 
Bruemmer,  121  W.  Doty  St.,  Madison, 

WI  53703,  (608)  256-0606.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  gene/To/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  Footville,  WI 
and  Browntown,  WI,  over  Interstate 
Hwy  11,  (2)  between  Madison,  WI  and 
Evansville,  WI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  14,  (3)  WI 
Hwy  39  between  WI  Hwys  69  and  59,  (4) 
WI  Hwy  59  between  WI  Hwy  213  and 
Interstate  Hwy  11,  (5)  WI  Hwy  92 
between  U.S.  Hwys  14  and  69,  and  (6) 
between  Evansville,  WI  and  Oriordville, 

I  WI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  213,  serving  all 
'intermediate  points  in  routes  (1)  through 
(6). 

MC  111963  (Sub-28),  filed  August  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  MURROW’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4095,  High 
Point,  NC  27263.  Representative:  Wilmer 
B.  Hill,  865  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
11th  St  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001, 
(202)  628-9243.  Transporting  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  (1)  betwen  points  in 
Franklin  and  Trumbull  Counties,  OH, 
Indiana  County,  PA,  and  Salem,  VA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.,  and  (2)  between  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  IL,  MI,  NC,  OH,  PA.  SC,  TN, 
and  VA. 

MC  147876  (Sub-7),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  SHAY  COMPANY, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  2081,  Clarksville,  IN 
47130.  Representative:  Ralph  B. 
Matthews,  235  Peachtree  St.,  NE.,  Suite 
1200,  Atlanta,  GA  30303,  (404)  522-2322. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  Allegheny  and  Washington 
Counties,  PA  and  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OK 
and  TX,  and  those  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  lA.  IL.  KY,  TN,  and  LA. 

MC  147896  (Sub-8),  filed  August  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN  SONTEX, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  667,  Seal  Beach,  CA 
90740.  Representative:  David  B. 
Rosenman,  315  S.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite  315, 
Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212,  (213)  277-2323. 
TranspcHling  metal  products;  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Stoody  Company,  of 
City  of  Industry,  CA. 


MC  151516  (Sub-6),  filed  August  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  W.  HYDE, 
d.b.a.  H.  D.  DEUVERY  SERVICE.,  P.O. 
Box  1268,  Ogden,  UT  84402. 
Representative:  Irene  Warr,  311  S.  State 
St.,  Suite  280,  Salt  Lake  City.  UT  84111, 
(801)  531-1300.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  UT. 

MC  156046,  filed  August  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  HABIT  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
9959  Nathan  Lane,  Maple  Grove, 

55369.  Representative:  John  B.  Nan  de 
North,  Jr.,  2200  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
St.  Paul,  MN  55101,  (612)  291-1215. 
Transporting  (1)  office  machines  and 
supplies,  (2)  disc  packs,  tapes,  and  tape 
dispensers,  and  (3)  paper  and  paper 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Nashua  Corporation,  of  Nashua,  NH. 
Condition:  The  persons  or  persons  who 
appear  to  be  engaged  in  common  control 
of  another  regulated  carrier  must  either 
file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 
11343(A)  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary  to  the  Secretary’s  office.  In 
order  to  expedite  issuance  of  an 
authority  please  submit  a  copy  of  the 
affidavit  or  proof,  of  filing  the 
application(8)  for  common'  control  to 
team  4,  Room  5331. 

MC  157766,  filed  August  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  G  &  L  TOURS,  261  Trap  Post 
Rd.,  South  Charleston,  WV  25303. 
Representative:  F.  Gary  (same  address 
as  applicant),  (304)  744-8544.  To  engage 
in  (derations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  broker,  at  Charleston, 
WV,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  points  in  WV,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L  MogeMvich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  n-25415  Hied  »4S  ani| 

BiLUNQ  CODE  70S6-t1-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  DecfskNvitotice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procethires,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 


provide  the  transportation  service  or  lo 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  relations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  induding  aD  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10J)0. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliininarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  confonn  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV. 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  *11118 
presumption  shaU  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
firom  date  of  pubbcation  (or,  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  fuU 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  wiU  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  ve^ed  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

'To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  sin^e 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^AU  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  iiregolar 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applkatkms 
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for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman's  Office,  (202)  275-7328. 

Volume  No.  OPl-242 

Decided:  August  24, 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Fortier, 
Member  Chandler  not  participating  in  part. 

MC 157711,  filed  August  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  DB  TRANSPORT  SERVICES. 
2307  Bristol  Pike,  Croydon,  PA  19020. 
Representative:  Donald  R.  Brenner 
(same  address  as  applicant).  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPl-Y-S-190 
Decided:  August  20, 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Kelly,  and  Williams. 

MC  157645.  filed  August  10, 1961. 
Applicant:  JACK  E.  MAUS,  Box  196, 
Rollingstone,  MN  55969.  Representative: 
Jack  E.  Maus  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (507)  689-2366.  Transporting 
food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs)  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle,  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  157655,  filed  August  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRANS  MODAL  SYSTEMS. 
INC.,  1230  Northern  Illinois  Drive, 
Channahon,  IL  60410.  Representative: 
Fred  H.  Daly,  Suite  475,  2550  M  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  DC  20037,  (202)  293- 
3204.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  157685,  filed  August  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALTERNATIVE 
BROKERAGE,  a  division  of 
ALTERNATIVE  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  1915  Pine  St.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX 
75050.  Representative:  William 
Sheridan,  P.O.  Box  Drawer  5049,  Irving, 
TX  75062,  (214)  255-6279.  As  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-152 
Decided:  August  24, 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly  and  Williams. 

MC  143365  (Sub-3),  filed  August  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  NORTHERN  COURIER 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  23700, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55423.  Representative: 
John  B.  Van  de  North,  Jr.,  2200  First 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  St.  Paul  MN  55101, 
(612)  291-1215.  Transporting  shipments 


weighing  100  pounds  or  less  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  whioh 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  157704,  filed  August  13ri981. 
Applicant:  DON  WILLIAMS,  d.b.a. 
WILLIAMS  TRANSPORT,  Rt.  1  Pleasant 
Hills  II.  Bluff  City,  TN  37618. 
Representative:  Don  Williams  (same  as 
applicant)  (615)  878-2243.  (I)  As  a  broker 
of  general  commodities  (except 
household  good),  and  (II)  transportimg 

(a)  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  U.S. 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions),  and 

(b)  food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizer,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  157724,  filed  August  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALFRED  C.  FLEENER,  d.b.a. 
FLEENER  TRUCKING  CO.,  Rt.  #2,  P.O. 
Box  294,  Beaver  Dam,  KY  42320. 
Representative:  Alfred  C.  Fleener  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (502)  274-4105. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motcw 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S, 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-349 

Decided:  August  24, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Nranber 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly,  and  Williams. 

MC  108876  (Sub-168),  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METIER 
HAULING  &  RIGGING.  INC.,  117 
Chicamauga  Ave.^  Knoxville,  TN  37917. 
Representative:  Michael  S.  Teets  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (615)  637-2660. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  or  munitions),  for  tke 
United  States  Government,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  118846  (Sub-23),  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  DALE  JESSUP.  INC,,  RR 
1,  Box  252,  Camby,  IN  46113. 
Representative:  Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N. 
Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204 
(317)  634-6313.  Transportation  genera/ 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
for  the  United  States  GovemmenL 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 


Volume  No.  OPY-4-341 

Decided:  August  24, 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Kelly  and  Williams. 

MC  67646  (Sub-104),  filed  August  13. 
1981.  Applicant:  HALL’s  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  COMPANY.  6060  Carlisle 
Pike,  Mechanicsburg,  PA  17055. 
Representative:  Edward  W.  Kelliher 
(Same  address  as  applicant)  (717)  790- 
8543.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  142126  (Sub-16),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  FOAM  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  201  Ballardvale  St..  Wilmington, 

MA  01887.  Representative:  Wesley  S. 
Chused,  15  Court  Square,  Boaton,  MA 
02108  (617)  742-3530.  Transporting  (1) 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  (2) 
furniture  and  fixtures,'tmd  (3) 
transportation  equipment,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Recticel  Foam 
Corporation,  of  Buffalo,  NY. 

MC  145516  (Sub-29),  filed  August  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  T.  G.  STEGALL 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  8100  E. 
Independence  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1286, 
Matthews,  NC  28105.  Representative:  T. 
Gene  Stegall,  Jr.  (Same  address  as 
applicant)  (704)  536-1122.  Transporting 
bananas,  between  Albany,  NY,  Port 
Newark.  NJ,  Baltimore,  MD,  and 
Charleston,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149576  (Sub-4),  filed  August  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANS- AMERICAN 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Box  1247, 
Nixon  Station,  Edison,  NJ  08817. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
NY  10048  (212)  466-0220.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  a  manufacturer  or  distributor  of 
heat  exchangers,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Yula  Corporation,  of  Bronx,  NY. 

MC  157686,  filed  August  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  MATT  HUGHEY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  25  Napanee  Dr., 
Carmel,  IN  46032,  Representative: 

Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240  (317)  846-6655. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  WA,  OR, 
CA,  and  ID,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IN. 

MC  157696,  filed  August  13, 1981, 
Applicant:  MARGARET  H. 
NORDGUIST,  d.b,a.  NORDQUIST 
TRUCKING,  Rt,  1,  Amery,  WI 540011. 
Representative:  Timothy  J.  Byrnes,  Box 
376,  Turtle  Lake.  WI  54889  (715)  984- 
4151.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  WI,  on  the 
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one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL 
and  MN. 

Vohime  No.  OPY-4-342 

Decided:  August  24, 1981, 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carteton,  Kelly  and  Williams. 

MC  4426  (Sub-4],  filed  August  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  M  &  T  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
7391  Richmond  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  292,  East 
Syracuse,  NY  13057.  Representative: 
Herbert  M.  Canter,  305  Montgomery  St., 
Syracuse,  NY  13202  (315)  472-8845. 
Transporting  (1)  machinery,  (2) 
contractors*  equipment,  and  (3) 
commodities  used  in  the  construction  or 
maintenance  of  telephone  and  telegraph 
systems,  between  points  in  Onondago 
County,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  ME,  NH,  and  VT. 

MC  10.5636  (Sub-42),  filed  August  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARMELLINI  EXPRESS 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2394,  Stuart,  FL 
33494.  Representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill. 

805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 11th  St., 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001  (202)  628- 
9243.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Broward, 
Dade,  and  Palm  Beach  Counties,  FL. 

MC  118516  (Sub-7),  filed  August  17, 
1981,  Applicant:  MAMMOTH  OF 
ALASKA,  INC,  1048  Whitney  Rd., 
Anchorage,  AK  99501.  Representative: 
Arthur  R.  Hauver,  Suite  200,  750  West 
2nd  Ave.,  Anchorage,  AK  99501  (907) 
276-6354.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  WA  and 
AK. 

MC  148996  {Sub-3),  filed  August  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  MERCHANTS’ 
DEUVERY  SERVICE.  INC.,  221 
Burieson,  San  Antonio,  TX  78204. 
Representative:  William  E.  Collier,  8918 
Tesoro  Ehr.,  Suite  215,  San  Antonio,  TX 
78217  (512)  826-6496.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
Arkansas,  Atascosa.  Austin,  Bandera, 
Bastrop,  Bee,  Bexar,  Blanco,  Brooks, 
Calhoun,  Cameron,  Caldwell,  Colorado, 
Comal,  Dewitt,  Duvall,  Dimmit,  Fayette, 
Frio,  Gillespie,  Goliad,  Gonzales, 
Guadalupe,  Harris,  Hays,  Hidalgo,  Jim 
Hogg,  Jim  Wells,  Karnes,  Kendall, 
Kenedy,  Kerr,  Kinney,  Kleberg,  Lasalle, 
Live  Oak,  Maverick,  McMullen,  Medina, 
Nueces,  Refugio,  San  Patricio,  Starr, 
Travis,  Uvalde,  Val  Verde.  Victoria, 
Webb,  Willacy,  Wilson,  Zapata,  and 
Zavalla  Counties,  'TX. 

MC  150026  (Sub-2),  filed  August  17. 
1981.  Applicant:  McKINLEY 
TRUCKING.  INC.  1162  Hillview  Dr..  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84117.  Representative: 


Patricia  S.  Woolley  (same  address  as 
applicant]  (801)  268-4474.  Transporting 
(1)  forest  products,  (2)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (3)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  (4)  metal  products,  and 
(5)  building  materials,  and  between 
points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  lA,  ID,  KS, 

LA.  MN,  MO.  MT,  ND,  NE.  NM,  NV.  OK. 
OR,  SD.  TX  UT.  WA,  and  WY. 

MC  150526  (Sub-3),  filed  August  14. 
1981.  Applicant:  YARMOUTH  LUMBER, 
INC.,  North  St.,  Box  46,  Yarmouth,  ME 
04096.  Representative:  Donald  R  Martin, 
94  Auburn  St.,  Portland,  ME  04103  (207) 
797-5194.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  ME,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  152906  (Sub-l),  filed  August  14. 
1981.  Applicant:  BILLIG  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Box  136,  Route  8, 
Allentown,  PA  18104.  Representative: 
Paul  B.  Kemmerer,  1620  N.  19th  St, 
Allentown,  PA  18104  (215)  432-7946. 
Transporting  {1)  metal  products,  (a) 
between  points  in  Northampton,  Lehigh, 
Montgomery,  and  Schuylkill  Counties, 
PA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  lA.  AR,  MO,  TX,  RI.  and  DC, 

(b)  between  points  in  Lycoming, 
Columbia,  Lackawanna.  Luzerne, 
Monroe,  Lancaster,  Berics,  Bucks,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties,  PA,  and  Warren 
County,  N),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MN,  LA,  AR,  MO.  TX, 

WI,  IL.  TN.  MX  AL.  LA,  MI.  IN.  OH,  KY. 
GA,  FL,  SC,  NC,  VA.  WV,  MD.  DE.  PA, 
NJ,  NY,  CT,  RI.  MA,  VT,  NH.  ME.  and 
DC,  and  (c)  between  points  in  Harris 
County,  'IX  and  points  in  LA,  MO,  AR, 
OK,  IL,  IN,  KY.TN,  and  MS;  (2) 
machinery,  between  points  in  Lycoming, 
Columbia,  Lackawanna,  Luzerne, 
Monroe,  Northampton,  Lehigh,  Berks, 
Lancaster,  Montgomery,  and 
Philadephia  Counties,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MN, 
lA,  AR,  MO,  TX,  WI.  IL,  TN,  MS,  AL, 

LA.  MI,  IN,  OH,  KY,  GA,  FL,  SC.  NC. 

VA,  WV.  MD,  DE.  PA.  NJ,  NY.  CT,  RI. 
MA.  VT,  NJ.  ME,  and  DC;  (3) 
transportation  equipment,  between 
points  in  Northampton  and  Berks 
Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  MN,  lA.  AR,  MO,  TX, 
WI,  IL,  TN.  MS.  AL,  LA,  MI,  IN,  OH,  KY. 

GA,  FL,  SC,  NC.  VA,  WV.  MD,  DE,  PA, 
NJ,  NY,  CT.  RL  MA,  VT.  NH.  ME,  and 
DC;  and  (4)  waste  or  scrap  materials  not 
identified  by  industry  producing, 
between  points  in  Schuylkill  County, 

PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MN.  lA,  AR.  MO.  TX.  WI.  EL. 
TN,  MX,  AL,  LA,  MI,  IN.  OH,  KY.  GA. 

FL.  SC.  NC,  VA,  WV.  MD.  DE,  PA,  NJ. 
NY.  CT.  RI.  MA,  VT,  NJ.  ME.  and  DC. 


Volume  No.  OPY-5-138 
Decided:  August  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  Krock.  Joyce,  and  DowelL 

MC  157498,  filed  August  3, 1981. 
Applicant  KENNETH  RICHARD 
DOLLY,  P.O.  Box  4.  FUntstone.  MD 
21550.  Representative:  William  L. 

Wilson,  100  S.  Liberty  St.  Cirnibeiiand, 
MD  21502  (301)  722-2515.  Transporting 
food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  157658,  filed  August  10, 1961. 
Applicant  EDWARD  R.  CARL,  610 
North  Michigan  St.,  Prairie  Da  Chien,  WI 
53821.  Representative:  Edward  R.  Caii 
(Same  address  as  applicant)  (808)  328- 
2262.  Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizer,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle,  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  157678,  filed  August  la  1981. 
Applicant  SATHER  KIOS..  INC..  5612 
11th  Ave^  South,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55417.  Representative:  James  K.  Sather, 
Rt  1,  Box  164,  Loretto,  MN  55357  (612) 
498-7490.  Transporting  food  and  other 
edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcohohe  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle,  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  15767a  filed  August  12. 1981. 
Applicant  ALLIANCE  SHIPPERS,  INC, 
560 — 60th  Street  West  New  York,  N) 
07093.  Representative:  William 
Biederman,  371  Seventh  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10001  (212)  279-3050.  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  Condition:  llie  person  or  persons 
who  appear  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  of  another  regulated  carrier  must 
either  file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C 
11343(A)  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary  to  the  Sectary's  office.  In 
order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority  i^ease  submit  a  copy  (rf  the 
affidavit  or  proof  of  filing  die 
applicatioa(a)  fev  common  control  to 
team  5.  Romn  6376 

MC  157718,  filed  August  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  DAVID  DREY,  P.O.  Box  187, 
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504  E.  16th  St..  Gregory,  SD  57533. 
Representative:  A.  ].  Swanson,  P.O.  Box 
1103,  226  North  Phillips  Ave.,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101  (605)  335-1777. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners,  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC 157738,  filed  August  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  KENNETH  J.  KRUMP  d.b.a. 
KEN  KRUMP  TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  213, 
Hankinson,  ND  58041.  Representative: 
Robert  N.  Maxwell,  P.O.  Box  2471, 
Fargo,  ND  58108  (701)  237-4223. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  arid  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs],  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners,  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Metgenovich, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  Bl-ZHU  POed  8-31-81:  ft45  am) 

BNJJNQ  CODE  7t8S-«1-M 


[Volume  No.  152] ' 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decieione;  Restriction  Removals; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  August  26, 1881. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  Part  1137. 
Part  1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  &e  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publicatidn  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 


under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Ewing,  and  Shafier. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  114045  (Sub-582)X.  filed  May  26. 
1981  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  Jime  8, 1981,  republished  as 
follows:  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228,  D/FW 
Airport,  TX  75261.  Representative: 

Arnold  L.  Burke,  180  North  La  Salle 
Street,  Suite  3520,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  479,  486,  503F,  511F.  534F, 
561F,  566F,  57^,  and  122  certificates. 
This  Board  previously  broadened 
commodity  descriptions,  expanded  one¬ 
way  authority  to  allow  for  two-way 
operations,  deleted  “except  in  bulk”  and 
vehicle  restrictions,  removed  “orginating 
at  or  destined  to”  and  service 
limitations,  and  broadened  specified 
points  to  county-wide  authority. 
Applicant  also  sought  to  remove 
facilities  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  561F 
certificate.  The  Board  did  not  publish  as 
to  that  part  of  the  application, 
contending  that  where  facilities  are  not 
precisely  located  in  the  certificate,  these 
limitations  are  not  considered 
excessively  narrow  and  are  not 
appropriate  for  restriction  removal.  The 
Board  has  reconsidered  its  position  in 
this  particular  case  and  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  applicant  seeks  to  delete 
facilities  restrictions  appearing  in  its 
Sub-No.  561F  certificate. 

MC  120302  (Sub-4)X,  filed  August  14. 
1981.  Applicant:  KNOX  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  12236,  Grand  Prairie,  TX 
75051.  Representative:  Edwin  M.  Snyder, 
P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  3  certificate  to  broaden 
the  commodity  descriptions  from  iron 
and  steel  articles  to  “metal  products”, 
and  machinery  used  in  the  development 
and  distribution  of  agricultural  products 
to  “machinery.” 

MC  121663  (Sub-2)X,  filed  August  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATE 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  1477 
Niagara  Street,  Buffalo,  NY  14213. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Gunderman, 
Can-Am  Building,  101  Niagara  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-No.  IF 
cercificate  to  (1)  remove  all  exceptions 
from  its  general  commodity  authority 
except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  (2) 
remove  restriction  limiting  service  to 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  (3)  change  city  to  county¬ 


wide  authority  from  Buffalo,  NY,  to  Erie 
County,  NY,  and  (4)  change  one-way  to 
radial  authority. 

MC  124964  (Sub-71)X,  filed  August  10, 
1961.  Applicant:  J.  M.  BOOIH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  265, 

Tavares,  FL  32778.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  666  Eleventh  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  35F 
permit  to  (1)  change  the  commodity 
description  to  “food  and  related 
products”  from  canned  and  preserved 
foodstuffs;  and  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  authorize 
service  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a 
named  shipper. 

MC  128384  (Sub-6)X,  filed  August  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  JUNIOR  EVERETT 
DePRIEST,  d.b.a.  JUNIOR  DePRIEST 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  3,  Birchtree,  MO 
65438.  Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette, 
Jr.,  11  S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63105.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  5  permit  to 
authorize  service  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  imder  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper. 

MC  128539  (Sub-18)X,  filed  August  10, 
1961.  Applicant:  EAGLE  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  4718,  Rocky 
Mount,  NC  27801.  Representative:  James 
F.  King,  Jr.,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  1,  5,  6.  7.  8, 9,  lOF,  13F, 

15F,  and  16F  certificates  to  (A)  broadei. 
the  commodity  descriptions  to  (1) 
“chemicals  and  related  products"  from 
(a)  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in 
Sub-No.  1,  and  (b)  dry  terephthalic  acid, 
in  containers,  in  bulk,  and  in  hoppertype 
vehicles,  in  Sub-No.  lOF,  (2)  “petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products”  from  (a) 
liquified  petroleum  gas,  in  bulk,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  6,  8, 9  and  16F,  and  (bj  petroleiun 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
Sub-No.  7,  (3)  “building  materials”  from 
fibreboard  and  fibreboard  products,  and 
accessories  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  and  application  of 
fibreboard  products  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  and  distribution  of  the 
above-described  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  Sub-No.  5,  and 
(4)  “food  and  related  products"  from  (a) 
salt,  in  Sub-No.  1,  and  (b)  com  products, 
in  Sub-No.  15F;  (B)  authorize  cotmty- 
wide  authority  to  replace  existing 
facilities  or  city-wide  authority:  (1) 

Vance  County,  NC,  for  Henderson,  NC, 
in  Sub-No.  1,  (2)  Nash  County,  NC,  for 
facilities  at  or  near  Spring  Hope,  NC,  in 
Sub-No.  5,  (3)  points  in  VA-east  of  Isle  of 
Wight  and  Southampton  Counties,  VA, 
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(except  Northampton  and  Accomack 
Counties,  VA),  for  Portsmouth,  VA,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof,  in  Sub- 
No.  7,  (4)  Wake  County,  NC,  for  facilities 
at  or  near  Apex,  NC,  (5)  Chesterfield 
and  Lexington  Counties,  SC,  for 
facilities  near  Cheraw  and  Lexington, 

SC,  and  York  County,  SC,  for  facilities  at 
Terzah,  SC,  in  Sub-No.  0,  (6)  Davidson, 
Wake  and  Edgecombe  Counties,  NC,  for 
Lexington,  Raleigh  and  Rocky  Mount, 

NC,  in  Sub-No.  15F,  and  (7)  York 
County,  VA,  for  Yorktown,  VA,  in  Sub- 
No.  16F  and  (C)  authorize  radial 
authority  to  replace  existing  one-way 
authority  between  points  in  various 
combinations  of  eastern  States,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  1,  5, 6,  8,  9,  lOF,  15F  and  16F. 

MC 138438  (Sub-llO)X,  filed  August 
13, 1981.  Applicant:  D.  M.  BOWMAN, 
INC.,  Route  #2,  Box  43A1,  Williamsport, 
MD  21795.  Representative:  Edward  N. 
Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  105  certificate 
to  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  aluminum  and  aluminum  products 
to  “metal  products”. 

MC  147883  (Sub-l]X,  filed  August  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
IMPROVERS,  INC.,  2350  S.  E.  87th, 
Portland,  OR  97266.  Representative: 
Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.W.  23rd 
Avenue,  Portland,  OR  97210.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
permit  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  to  “petroleum,  natural  gas 
and  their  products  and  chemicals  and 
related  products”  from  lubricating  oil, 
grease,  undercoating  and  antifreeze, 
and,  (2)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  to  “between  points  in  the 
U.S.,”  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
a  named  shipper. 

MC  149546  (Sub-22)X,  filed  August  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  D  &  T  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  12505,  New  .Brighton,  MN 
55112.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5,  Minneapolis, 

MN  55440.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  MC-134300  Sub-Nos.  38F, 
39F,  44F,  48F,  47F,  48F,  49F  and  50F 
certificates  acquired  in  MC-F-14396F,  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  (a)  meats,  meat  products  and  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packing  houses  to  “food  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-No.  38F:  (b) 
plastic  and  iron  pipe  fittings  and  tubings 
and  adhesive  cement  to  “rubber  and 
plastic  products,  metal  products,  and 
chemicals  and  related  products”  in  Sub- 
No.  44F;  (c)  general  commodities  with 
exceptions  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives]”  in 
Sub-No.  46P;  (d)  games  and  toys, 
recreation  equipment  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 


distribution  of  games  and  toys  and 
recreation  equipment  to  “miscellaneous 
products  of  manufacturing”  in  Sub-No. 
47F;  (e)  automobile  accessories,  home 
canning  kits,  cleaning  compounds, 
plastic  articles,  metal  articles,  wooden 
articles,  and  rubber  articles  to 
“transportation  equipment,  machinery, 
chemicals  and  related  products,  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  metal  products, 
and  lumber  and  wood  products”  in  Sub- 
No.  48F;  (f)  cloth,  dry  goods  and  fabric  to 
“textile  mill  products”  in  Sub-No.  49F; 

(2)  eliminate  the  facilities  limitation  in 
Sub-Nos.  38F,  44F,  and  47F;  (3)  expand 
city  to  county-wide  authority  fixim  (a) 
Britt  to  Hancock  County,  lA,  in  Sul^No. 
38F;  (b)  Shelby  to  Richland  County,  OH, 
in  Sub-No.  44F;  and  (c)  Huron  to  Beadle 
County,  SD.  and  Savage  to  Scott  County, 
MN,  in  Sub-No.  48F;  (4)  change  one-way 
to  radial  authority  in  Sub-Nos.  39F,  44F, 
and  49F;  and  (5]  remove  the  restrictions 
except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk  in 
Sub-No.  38F;  except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  Sub-Nos.  39F  and  50F;  and  except  AK 
and  HI  in  Sub-No.  48F. 

|PR  Doc.  81-25413  Plied  8-31-81;  8:45  am] 
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INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  * 
COOPERATION  AGENCY 

Agency  for  International  Developinent 

Joint  Committee  on  Agricultural 
Development  of  the  Board  for 
International  Food  and  Agricultural 
Development;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11769 
and  the  provisions  of  section  10(a).  (2), 
Pub.  L  92-463,  Federal  Adivsory 
Committee  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Agricultural  Development  (JCAD)  of  the 
Board  for  International  Food  and 
Agricultural  Development  (BIFAD)  on 
September  16-17, 1981. 

On  September  16,  firom  9:00  a.m.  to 
noon  the  Regional  Work  Groups  will 
meet  as  follows:  Africa  RWG  in  Room 
2941,  New  State  Department  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  (Mr.  Lane  E. 

Holdcroft,  A.I.D.  Federal  Designee  for 
this  meeting  can  be  contacted  at  (202/ 
632-3650);  Latin  America  RWG  in  Room 
2242,  New  State  Department  Building 
(Mr.  Albert  Brown,  A.I.D.  Federal 
Designee  for  this  meeting  can  be 
contacted  at  (202/632-8126);  Near  East 
RWG  in  Room  6484,  New  State 
Department  Building  (Mr.  Keith  Sherper, 
A.LD.  Federal  Designee  for  this  meeting 
can  be  contacted  at  (202-632-^256);  and 
the  Asia  RWG  in  Room  609  Rosslyn 
Plaza  “C”  Building,  1601  North  Kent 
Street,  Rosslyn,  Virginia  (Mr.  Allen  C. 


Hankins.  A.I.D.  Federal  Designee  for 
this  meeting  can  be  contacted  at  (703/ 
235-8870). 

On  September  16,  from  1:30  pun.  to 
4:30  p.m.,  the  Work  Groups  on  Trainiiig 
and  Education,  and  Procurement 
Process  will  meet  in  Room  5041  and 
Room  2244,  respectively,  of  the  New 
State  Department  Building,  Washington, 
D.C. 

On  September  17,  from  9M)  ajn.  to 
1:00  pjn.,  the  full  JCAD  will  meet  to 
dicuss  such  matters  as  JCAD’s  role  in 
the  evolving  A.I.D.  oiganization;  the 
status  of  a  study  of  university  consortia, 
the  Technical  Support  to 'Missions 
program,  the  Registry  of  Institutional 
Resources,  discussions  of  MenHuanda  of 
Understanding  between  AID.  and 
universities,  and  review  of 
Strengthening  Programs;  and  the  reports 
on  activities  of  the  RegionaL  Training 
and  Education,  and  Procurement 
Process  Work  Groups.  This  meeting  will 
be  held  in  Room  5941,  New  State 
Department  Building,  Washingtcm  D.C 

Ibe  meetings  are  open  to  tlm  public. 
Any  interested  person  may  atte^  may 
file  written  statements  widi  the 
Committee  before  or  after  the  meetings, 
or  may  present  oral  statements  in 
accordance  with  procedures  established 
by  the  Committee,  and  to  die  extent  the 
time  available  for  the  meetings  permit 

Mr.  John  C  Rothberg,  BIFAD  Support 
Staff,  is  designated  AID.  Advisory 
Committee  Representative  at  the 
September  16  and  17  meetings.  It  is 
suggested  that  those  desiring  further 
information  write  to  him  in  care  of  the 
Agency  for  International  Development 
State  Department  Washington.  D.C. 
20523,  or  telephone  him  at  (202)  632- 
7937. 

Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

John  C  Rothberg, 

A.I.D.  Advisory  Committee  Refoeaentative, 
Joint  Committee  on  Agricultural 
Development,  Board  for  International  Food 
and  A^icultural  Development 
(FR  Doc  81-25458  FOed  S-n-81;  MS  ail 

BNJJNG  CODE  «no-ei-a 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

Controlled  Substances  in  Schedule  I 
and  II;  Proposed  Aggregate 
Production  Quotas  for  1982 

agency:  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  1982 
Aggregate  Production  Quotas. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  1982 
aggregate  production  quotas  for 


Federal  Re^ster  /  VoL  4A,  Na  169  /  Turadajr.  September  1,  1681  /  Notioee 


contnrfled  aebstanoes  in  SchediUe  1  and 
II  oi  the  Controlled  Substances  AcL  The 
establishment  of  quotas  is  required  by 
the  Act  and  is  intended  to  liimt 
pradnction  of  Schedule  I  and  II 
substances  to  those  amounts  necessary 
for  legitiroute  use. 

DATE:  Continents  or  objedHons  should  be 
recehred  on  or  before  October  1, 1981. 
address:  Send  comments  or  objections 
in  qaintuplicate  to:  Acting 
Administrator,  Drag  Enforcement 
Adnrinistraiion,  1406 1  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20537,  Attention:  DEA 
Federal  Register  Representative. 

FOR  FURTHER  INTORMATION  CONTACT: 
Howard  McClain  Jr.,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Control  Division,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20637, 
Telephone;  202-633-1386, 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Set^on 
306  of  the  Controlled  Substances  Act  (21 
U,S.C  82B]  requires  that  the  Attorney 
General  establish  aggregate  production 
quotas  for  all  controlled  substances 
listed  in  Schedule  1  and  H.  This 
respoDsibilily  has  been  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  $  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
die  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  quotas  are  to  provide  adequate 
supplies  of  each  substance  forjl)  the 
estimated  medical,  scientific,  research, 
and  industrial  needs  of  the  United 
Slates,  t2J  lawful  export  requirements, 
and  (3J  the  estaUishment  and 
maintenance  of  reserve  stocks. 

In  determining  the  below  listed 
proposed  1962  aggregate  production 
quotas,  the  Acting  Administrator  of  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
conridered  the  following  factors: 

(IJ  Total  acAnal  1980  and  estimated 
1981  and  1982  net  disposal  of  each 
substance  by  all  mannfactorers. 

(2)  Projected  trends  in  the  oatimial 
rate  of  net  disposal  of  each  substance. 

(3)  Estimates  of  inventories  of  each 
subMunoe  and  of  any  substance 
manufactured  from  it,  and  trends  in 
accumulation  of  sudi  inventories. 

(4)  Projected  demands  as  indicated  by 
procure™^”^  quota  applif^iinnc  which 
were  filed  pursuant  to  §  1303.12  of  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Re^datioDS. 

Pursuant  to  §  1303.23(c)  of  Title  21  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Reflations,  the 
Actiiig  Administrator  of  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  wiB  in 
early  1982  adjust  indrvidhial 
manufacturing  quotas  allocated  for  the 
year  based  upon  1961  year-end 
inventory  and  actual  1961  disposition 
data  supplied  by  quota  applicants  k» 
each  basic  class  of  Schedule  1  or  11 
oontroUed  substance. 

Baaed  ^na  coariderabon  of  the 
above  factoia,  the  Acting  Adieiniatfntor 


of  the  Drag  EeforoeBBefit  Adminiatration 
hereby  proposes  that  aggre^te 
production  quotas  for  1962  for  the 
folkmiog  oontraUed  substtmoes, 
expressfl  in  gnuns  of  anlgrdrous  acid  or 
base:,  be  establiaiied  as  foUowa:. 


Sasic  (Arm 

RroposW 
itK  quota 

SOHEOULEl 

...  .  1Z320,000 

25300 

SCHEtMILEjl 

46,OOS 

e,01B.Q00 

S49,0» 

ixnesM 

55337,000 

4,)733S0 


I377.000 
56.ffi«,000 
ta3S,000 
sas300 

S00,000 
Wteo 
4.0M 

aoi.ooo 
tor  ,000 

13.000 
9,920,000 
1394.909 

1.709,000 
1,082,000 
H,009 
908399 
SI  ,109,009 

1,756,000 
8.000 
9,000 
14390309 
7.484300 
1,905,000 
ai32309 
6,866,000 
3388300 

TheMnelforaomnNlMl _  1315300 


Ail  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comniients  and  objections  in 
writing  regardiag  this  proposal.  A 
person  nmy  object  to  or  ccnmnent  on  the 
proposals  relating  to  any  one  or  more  of 
the  above  mentioned  substances 
without  filing  comments  or  objecbons 
regarding  the  otlaem.  If  a  person  believes 
that  one  or  more  issues  raised  by  him 
warrant  a  bearing,  he  should  so  state 
and  summarise  the  reasons  for  this 
belief. 

In  the  event  that  comments  IN' 
objmtioDs  to  this  proposal  raise  one  or 
more  issues  which  the  Acting 
Administrator  finds,  in  his  sole 
discretion,  warrant  a  hearing,  he  shall 
order  a  pidiiic  bearing  by  notice  in  the 
Federal  Ragbter,  sunmariEing  the  issnes 
to  be  beaid  and  setting  the  time  for  the 
hearing  (which  shall  not  be  less  than  10 
days  aCto'  the  date  of  the  order). 

Punuaot  to  sections  3(c)(3)  and 
3(eK2KB)  of  fiRecotive  OnlCT  12211,  the 
Director  of  the  Ofiioe  of  Management 


CooSiw- 

Codatae  Ilor  sale) - - - - - 

Cadeinea*'’ ’MMvnM). - 

Dmoi^mNiwMm  (1377380  -gwwia  for  the 
productien  «(  Ie*«de80xy.e(*ied)ine  lor  uas 
In  «  twn<ui4n3ed,  iwiyesoilpilon  frad- 
oat  and  mo388  WMM  for  Ow  (nodadiian 

dl  meOwnWietainim) _ 

Dextropropoxyhene . . . . . — . . . . 


Oidh««Mwtats~ 


Ecyonine  (Tor  converskm) _ 


FanfondL. 


Hydrocodone. 

Hydromorphone.. 

Levorphanol ... 

Meperidine . . . . . . . . 

Methadone . . . . . 

Methadone  kitannediate  (4.qratK>-2-<Smettiyla- 
inlno4.4.dlphenyibutdnd) . . . - . . 


Itethylphenidato. _ 

iXxed  AlWMdiOQpiMU 
Morphine  (for  sale) . 


Morphine  (tor  conversiotl) . . . . 

Opium  (tinclures,  extracts  etc.  expressed  in 

foMB  3IUBP  paadend  X 

Oxycodone  (for  sale) . . 

Oxycodone  (for  caamraion) . 

Oxymorphona . . 

Pentobarbital..  - . ', 

PethKfoaJidaMHdWaA. _ 


Phenmdtrazine _ 

Phenylacetone . 

Secobarbital . . 

Ha, 


and  Budget  has  been  oonsulled  with 
reflect  to  these  ptooeedings. 

Ibe  Acting  Adninutrator  hereby 
certifies  that  this  Dmtter  will  have  no 
significant  impact  upon  small  entities 
within  the  meaning  and  intent  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  UJSXl.  601. 
ef  aeq.  The  establislifBeiit  of  anf  jal 
aggregate  productioa  quotas  fen 
S^ei^e  1  and  O  oontroUed  substances 
is  mandated  by  tew  and  by  the 
uitematumal  commitments  lof  ihe  United 
States.  Such  qimtas  hapect 
predomioanliy  npon  laajw 
maiwfaotureis  of  the  affected  controlled 
substances. 

Dated:  Aagunt  18,  IMt. 

Francis  M.  MiAen,  Jr., 

Acting  Admmratrator,  DragSriforoement 
AdminatrOtiom. 

[HI  Doc.  0(-29«t7  niexl  036  atoj 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

EmployNianitaMl  TnMng 
Administration 

Coastal  Steel  Coip,  at  aL; 
DeterndnetionB  ResardifM  EUgtoHly 
To  Apply  lor  Worker  AdjNahnent 
Assittonce 

In  aooordanoe  wMi  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (16  U.S.G.  2273)  the 
Departmeiri  of  Labor  herem  presents 
summaries  (rf  detenmnetions  legarding 
eligibility  to  apply  Cor  adjustment 
assistanoe  tssu^  during  the  period 
August  17-21, 1961. 

In  order  for  «r  affirmative 
detenninatian  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issu^,  each 
of  the  groep  eUcpbility  requhements  of 
Section  Act  most  be  met: 

(1)  Ihat  a  significaat  aanaher  or 
proportion  of  ^  workers’  firnL  or  an 
appropriate  sabdivisam  tbereirf  have 
become  totally  or  paitiaUy  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  prodocAion,  nr  both, 
of  the  firm  or  aubdiviaion  hare 
decreased  absohitely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  impertB  of 
artides  like  or  directly  competitive  srith 
artteles  prodnoed  by  the  firm  or 
appropriate  subdivisian  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the 
separatitHis,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the 
absolate  decline  in  sates  or  prodnetion. 

Negative  Detemnnatioas 

In  each  of  the  lolk>  wing  cases  the 
investigation  leveated  that  critorioo  (3) 
has  not  been  aset;  a  sarvey  of  onstoamrs 
indicated  that  tocraaaed  hnports  ifid  not 
(xmtribute  importantly  to  tMMiker 
separation  at  the  firm. 
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TA-W-9384;  Coastal  Steel  Carp., 
Woodbridge,  NJ 
TA-W-9684:  Royal  Park,  Inc., 
Weatherford,  TX 
TA-W-10,551:  Murray  Corp., 
Refrigeration  Div.,  Eastlake,  OH 
TA-W-10,714;  Vulcan  Rivets' Bolt 
Corp.,  Birmingham,  AL 
TA-W-10,873;  Federal  Mogul  Corp., 
National  Grinding  Wheel  Div.,  North 
Tonawanda,  NJ 

TA-W-10,935;  Martin  Bear,  Inc.,  New 
York.  NY 

TA-W-10,953;  Plubell  Rubber  Products 
Inc.,  Toledo,  OH 

TA-W-10,958  S  11,195:  E.  W.  Bliss  Co., 
Mackintosh-Hemphill Division,  Gulfs 
Western  Industries,  Pittsburgh,  S 
Midland,  PA 

TA-W-10,981;  Arrow  Molded  Plastics, 
Inc.,  Napoleon,  OH 
TA-W-11,256:  Textron,  Inc.,  CWC 
Castings  Div.,  Muskegon,  MI 
TA-W-11,320;  Arcos  Corp., 

Philadelphia,  PA 
TA-W-11,661;  Beede  Electrical 
Instrument  Co.,  Inc.,  Penacook,  NH 
TA-W-11,723;  Canton  Malleable  Iron 
Co.,  Canton,  OH 

TA-W-12,174;  TRW,  Inc.,  Rogersville, 

TN 

TA-W-12,376;  Washburn  Wire  Products 
Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  NY 
12,652;  Santa  Rosa  Shoe  Corp.,  Santa 
Rosa,  CA 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  met;  increased  imports  did 
not  contribute  importantly  to  worker 
separations  at  the  firm. 

TA-W-10,644;  Sunmark  Industries, 
Baltimore,  MD 

TA-W-il,376;  General  Motors  Corp., 
Rochester  Products  Div.,  Tuscaloosa, 
AL 

TA-W-12,158:  Chrysler  Corp., 

California  Emission  Test  Facility, 
Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA 
In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  met  for  the  reason(s) 
specified. 

TA-W-10,319;  Raincraft  Corp.,  Garfield, 
NJ 

Manufacturers  of  which  the  subject 
firm  produced  under  contract  increased 
their  contracts  with  other  domestic 
firms. 

TA-W-9480:  Phelps  Dodge  Magnet  Wire 
Co.,  Hopkinsville,  KY 
Aggregate  U.S.  import  of  magnet  wire 
are  negligible. 

TA-W-10,5^:  Riverside  Mfg. 

Industries,  Inc.,  Ecorse,  MI 
Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  wire 
harness  components  are  negligible. 


TA-W-11,620  &  11,621;  Coats  S'  Clark, 
Inc.,  Jamesville,  NC  and  Newport 
News,  VA 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  zippers  did 
not  increase  as  required  for  certification. 
TA-W-11,920:  Marx  Haas  Clothing,  St 
Louis,  MO 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and 
boy’s  tailored  suits  &  Tailored  dress 
coats  and  sport  coats  did  not  increase  as 
required  for  certification. 

TA-W-12,213  &  12,321;  General  Motors 
Corp.,  General  Motors  Assembly  Div., 
Lakewood  Plant  Atlanta,  GA,  S' 
Wilmington,  DE 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  subcompact 
automobiles  did  not  increase  as  required 
for  certification. 

TA-W-12,262:  Northwest  Engineering 
Co,  Green  Bay,  WI 
Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  cranes 
(including  excavators,  power  shovels, 
draglines  &  log  loaders)  are  negligible. 
TA-W-12,345:  White  Engines,  Inc., 
Canton,  OH 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  gas  engines 
and  diesel  engines  did  not  increase  as 
required  for  certification. 

TA-W-12,^:  Autodynamics 
Corporation  of  America,  Madison 
Heights,  MI 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  prototypes 
are  negligible.  With  respect  to  workers 
engag^  in  employment  related  to  the 
design,  engineering,  development  and 
graphic  illustration  operations,  the 
investigation  revealed  that  the  workers 
do  not  produce  an  article  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  222(3]  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

In  the  following  case  the  investigation 
revealed  that  none  of  the  workers  at  any 
Jones  &  Laughlin  facility  or  at  any 
subsidiary  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  are 
currently  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  benefits.  ' 
TA-W-12,576;  Jones  S' Laughlin  Steel 
Corp.,  Corporate  Headquarters, 
Pittsburgh,  PA 
I  hereby  certify  that  the 
aforementioned  determinations  were 
issued  during  the  period  August  17-21, 
1981.  Copies  of  these  determinations  are 
available  for  inspection  in  Room  10,322, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  601 D  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20213,  durii^ 
normal  working  hours  or  will  be  mailed 
to  persons  who  write  to  the  above 
address. 

Dated:  August  25, 1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director  of  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(PR  Doc.  81-254W  Filed  8-31-81: 8:46  am] 
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Federal-State  Job  Servfoe  Syatam; 
Hearing  in  the  Hatter  of  WMe  Mgslna 
V.  Oklahoma  Employment  Security 
Comndsaion,  81-WPA-2 

The  Oklahoma  Employment  Security 
Commission  has  requested  review  of  the 
April  30, 1981  determination  of  Region 
VI  Department  of  Labor  Acting  Regional 
Administrator  Lewis  R.  Garibay, 
denying  its  request  to  sue  Wagner- 
Peyser  Act  grant  funds  to  pay  a  federal 
district  court  judgment  against  it.  and 
ordering  reimbursement  of  any  grant 
funds  used  to  defend  in  the  court  action. 
This  request  has  been  referred  to  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge.  U& 
Department  of  Labor  for  hwdling  in 
accordance  with  the  administrative 
hearing  provisions  of  20  CFR  Part  658. 

Pursuant  to  20  CFR  658.707(c).  45  FR 
39484  (June  10, 1980),  this  notice  is  being 
published  in  the  Federal  Registar  to 
invite  interested  parties  to  participate  in 
the  administrative  proceeding.  Any 
interested  party  wishing  to  participate 
must  make  written  request  to  do  so  to 
the  Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labcnr.  Suite  700. 
Vanguard  Building.  1111 20th  Street 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C  20038.  The 
request  to  participate  should  identify  the 
proceeding  by  its  official  caption,  as 
follows:  Willie  Higgins  v.  Oklahoma 
Employment  Security  Commissicm.  81- 
WPA-2. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25tfa  day 
of  August  1981. 

Raymond  J.  Donovan, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25601  Filed  S-31-n:  •45  aal 
BttJJNQ  CODE  4510-M-M 


Investigations  Regardbig 
Certifications  of  EKgMHty  To  Apply  lor 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  Section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  tUs 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  T^de 
Adjustment  Assistance.  Employment 
and  Training  Administration,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to 
Section  221(aJ  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the 
investigations  is  to  determine  whetha 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  imports 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workms* 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  scdes  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  w 
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threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  sul^vision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  n.  Chapter  2.  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The 
investigations  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  dm  determination  of  the 
‘date  on  which  total  orpartial 
separations  began  or  tlueatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  die  firm 
in^ved. 


Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13.  the 
petitioners  or  apy  other  persons  showing 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Director, 
Ofiice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  September  11, 198L 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  September  11, 1981. 


The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Ofiioe  of  Trade  Adjustmeat 
Assistance,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  U..&  Department  iji 
Labor,  601  D  Street  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th  day 
of  August  1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Tmde  AdfustateiU 
Assistance. 


Appendhc 


PeMionar:  \inonfwonmi%  or  former  workers  ol— 

Location 

Date 

received 

Dote  of 
petition 

Petition  No. 

An9el»  Produoioa  tAd.  fiMOdiors).. . — . . . 

.  8/48/t1 

•n4/8i 

TA-W-12,919.. 

^  B/18/B1 

a/7/81 

T/V-W-12,920 .. 

snsfsi 

e/12/81 

TA-W-12,921 .. 

. 

Hudti^  N.H . .  — 

sris/si 

e/12/81 

TA-W-12,922 .. 

.  8/181/81 

8/7/81 

TA-W-1 2,923.. 

Mauf  Vfwir  M  V 

S/19/S1 

e/18/81 

TA-W-1 2,924. 

.  8/13/81 

8/3/81 

TA-W-1 2,925 . 

Ford  Motar  cik,  Cleveland  Parts  DisWwilion  Ware- 

Cuyariooa  Heiglits.  Ohio - - 

.  8/19/81 

8/12/81 

TA-W-1 2,926 , 

house  (vMxfcefs). 


Articles  produced 


Women's  sportswear,  coats  and  raincoets. 

Barium  cartxinate.  stnwtiium  cartowUs  and  stron¬ 
tium  nitrate. 

Reinforcement  rods,  steel  siire,  etc. 

Textiles,  pDetsMcs. 

Finished  Leather. 

Ladies'  sportwear. 

Ladies'  coats  and  tackets. 

Distribution  ol  parts  tor  Ftssi  spISelaa, 


IFV  Doc. «  zssm  HM  e-Sl-ai;  8:4t  ao^ 

BILLING  CODE  4ftS-»-M 


Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(Docket  No.  M-SI-ieO-Cl 

Gateway  Coal  C04  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Gateway  Coal  Company.  Box  155-A, 
R.D.  #1.  Waynesburg,  Pennsylvania 
15370  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1700  (barriers 
around  oil  and  gas  wells)  to  its  Gateway 
Mine  located  in  Greene  County, 
Pennsylvanta.  The  petition  is  ^ed  under 
Section  10t(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner's 
statements  follows: 

1.  Ihe  petition  concerns  the 
reqinrement  that  barriers  be  established 
and  maintained  around  oil  and  gas  wells 
penetrating  coal  beds. 

2.  As  an  alternative  to  establishing 
and  maintaining  barriers,  petitioner 
proposes  to: 

(a)  Plug  the  affected  wells  using  a 
technique  developed  by  the  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines.  U.S.  Department  of  Eneigy, 
and  the  coal  Indusliy  which  involves  the 
placing  of  plugs  in  the  wellbore  below 
the  base  of  the  Pittsbuigh  coalbed  which 
will  prevent  any  natural  gas  from 
entering  the  mine  after  the  well  is  mined 
through; 

(b)  Perfom  various  tests  and  surveys 


to  determine  the  location  of  the  wellbore 
in  die  coalbed; 

(c)  iHug  the  wrells  back  to  the  base  of 
the  nttsbuxgh  coalbed  using  an 
expandable  cement  and  fly-ash-gel 
water  slurry; 

(d)  Mine  through  mid  remove  that 
segment  of  the  plug  existing  between  the 
mine  pavement  and  the  roof; 

(e)  Instruct  all  personnel  in  the 
affected  arras  to  proceed  with  caution 
when  mining  into  and  through  the  well 
support  pillar,  with  diligent  efforts  made 
at  all  times  to  assure  a  gas-free 
atmosphere  in  the  affected  areas.  The 
petitions:  will  cooperate  with  MSHA  in 
sampling  for  gas  immediately  before, 
during  and  after  mining  through  the 
well; 

(f)  Make  methane  examinations  by 
qualified  personnel  using  approved 
methane  detection  equipment  at  least 
once  during  each  shift  during 
development  and/or  retreat  mining  and 
record  results  on  a  fireboss  dateboard 
placed  in  the  area. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  the  proposed 
alternative  method  'will  guarantee  at  all 
time  the  miners  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  as  that  afforded 
by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments,  l^se 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 


of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Healtii 
Administration,  Room  627, 401S  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
October  1, 1981.  Co]Me8  of  the  petition 
are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  August  21, 1981. 

Patricia  W.  Silvey. 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Stmtdardk. 
Regulations  and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25494  Filed  «-31-aL  MB  BBt  . 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-«S-« 


[Dockat  Na  V-26-M] 

Genstar  Cement  &  Lime  Co.;  Pefitlon 
for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Genstar  Cement  and  Lime  Company. 
Pool  Station  Road,  San  Andreas. 
California  95249  has  filed  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  56.4-27 
(fire  extinguishers  on  self-propelled 
mobile  equipment)  to  its  San  Andreas 
Cement  nant  located  hi  Calaveras 
County,  California.  The  petition  if  filed 
under  Section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follow: 

1.  The  petition  coocecns  the 
requiremrat  that  self-firopeUed  mobile 
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equipment  be  equipped  with  suitable 
Hre  Hghting  equipment. 

2.  As  an  alternative  method  which . 
will  provide  the  same  or  greater  degree 
of  safety  for  the  miners  affected, 
petitioner  proposes  to  locate  more  than 
80  Hre  extinguishers  at  specihc  locations 
throughout  the  facility.  This  will  allow 
the  equipment  operator  quick  access  to 
Hre  fighting  equipment  in  the  event  of  a 
Hre  and  eliminate  the  problem  of  stolen 
extinguishers. 

3.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Reflations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
October  1, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition 
are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  August  21, 1981. 

Patricia  W.  Silvey, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  81-25495  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  am) 

BtLUNG  CODE  4S1(M3-M 


[Docket  No.  M-81-168-C] 

Neumeister  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Neumeister  Coal  Company.  R.D.  #1, 
Ashland,  PA  17921  has  filed  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.301 
(air  quality,  quantity,  and  velocity)  to  its 
No.  2  Slope  located  in  Schuylkill  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
Section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  Air  sample  analysis  history  reveals 
that  harmful  quantities  of  methane  are 
non-existent  in  the  mine. 

2.  Ignition,  explosion  and  mine  fire 
history  are  non-existent  for  the  mine. 

3.  There  is  no  history  of  harmful 
quantities  of  carbon  dioxide  and  other 
noxious  or  poisonous  gases. 

4.  Mine  dust  sampling  programs  have 
revealed  extremely  low  concentrations 
of  respirable  dust. 

5.  Extremely  high  velocities  in  small 
cross  sectional  areas  of  airways  and 
manways  required  in  friable  Anthracite 
veins  for  control  purposes,  particularly 
in  steeply  pitching  mines,  present  a  very 
dangerous  flying  object  hazard  to  the 
miners. 


8.  High  velocities  and  large  air 
quantities  cause  extremely 
uncomfortable  damp  and  cold 
conditions  in  the  already  uncomfortable, 
wet  mines. 

7.  As  an  alternative  method,  petitioner 
proposes  that: 

a.  The  minimum  quantity  of  air 
reaching  each  working  face  be  1,500 
cubic  feet  per  minute; 

b.  The  minimum  quantity  of  air 
reaching  the  last  open  crosscut  in  any 
pair  or  set  of  developing  entries  be  5,000 
cubic  feet  per  minute;  and 

c.  The  minimum  quantity  of  air 
reaching  the  intake  end  of  a  piller  line 
be  5,000  cubic  feet  per  minute,  and/or 
whatever  additional  quantity  of  air  that 
may  be  required  in  any  of  these  areas  to 
maintain  a  safe  and  healthful  mine 
atmosphere. 

9.  Petitioner  states  that  the  alternative 
method  proposed  will  at  all  times 
provide  the  same  measure  of  protection 
for  the  miners  affected  as  that  provided 
by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  'These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
October  1, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition 
are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  August  26, 1981. 

Patricia  W.  Silvey, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Standards. 
Regulations  and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  81-25496  Filod  8-31-81;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  M-81-148-C] 

Scotts  Branch  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Scotts  Branch  Company,  Route  1,  Box 
819,  Pikeville,  Kentucky  41501  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1714  (availability  of  approved 
self-rescue  devices;  instruction  in  use 
and  location)  to  its  Scotts  Branch  Mine 
located  in  Pike  County,  Kentucky.  The 
petition  is  filed  under  Section  101(c)  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 


1.  ’The  petition  concerns  the 
requirement  that  each  operator  shall 
make  available  to  each  miner  employed 
by  the  operator  who  goes  underground 
and  to  visitors  authorized  to  enter  the 
mine  by  the  operator  a  self-rescue 
device  or  devices  approved  by  the 
Secretary  which  is  adequate  to  protect 
such  person  for  one  hour  or  longer. 

2.  Petitioner  states  that  application  of 
the  standard  would  result  in  a 
diminution  of  safety  for  the  miners 
affected  because  the  passenger  rating 
and  the  capacity  requirements  of  the 
elevator  do  not  allow  for  the  carriage  or 
storage  of  approved  self-contained  self¬ 
rescuers  on  the  elevator  during  ascent  or 
descent.  No  other  practical  means  of 
storage  of  the  approved  SCSR’s  is 
available  on  the  elevator.  In  addition, 
damage  could  occur  to  the  individual 
units  through  handling  and 
transportation. 

3.  As  an  alternative  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  provide  the  miners  with  an 
approved  sixty-minute  filter  type  self¬ 
rescuer  as  they  ascend  or  descend  on 
the  elevator.  In  support  of  this  proposed 
alternative  method,  petitioner  states 
that: 

a.  The  elevator  is  located  in  the  intake 
air  shaft;  and 

b.  the  time  of  ascent  or  descent  in  the 
elevator  is  seconds  and  all  miners  on 
the  elevator  would  have  the  filter-type 
self-rescuer  available. 

4.  The  mantrip  station  is  located 
immediately  adjacent  to  the  elevator 
entrance,  or  exit,  and  the  petitioner 
requests  approval  to  leave  the  approved 
SCSRs  on  the  section  mantrip  station  at 
the  bottom  of  the  elevator  shaft. 

5.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  Iliese 
comments  must  be  filed  witii  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard.  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  or  or  before 
October  1, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition 
are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  August  28, 1981. 

Patrida  W.  Silvey, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances, 

(FR  Doc.  81-25497  Hied  fr.81-81;  8:45  «| 
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[Docket  Na  M-SI-TS-C] 

Zakrewsky  Coal  Co^  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Zakrewsky  Coal  Company,  Park 
Crest,  Bamesville,  PA  18214  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1714  (availability  of  approved 
self-rescue  devices;  instruction  in  use 
and  location)  to  its  Buck  Slope  located 
in  Columbia  County,  Pennsylvania.  The 
petition  is  filed  under  Section  101(c]  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Aot 
of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner's 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the 
requirement  that  each  operator  shall 
make  available  to  each  miner  employed 
by  the  operator  who  goes  underground 
and  to  visitors  authorized  to  enter  the 
mine  by  the  operator  a  self-rescue 
device  or  devices  approved  by  the 
Secretary  which  is  adequate  to  protect 
such  person  for  one  hour  or  longer. 

2.  Petitioner  states  that  the  self¬ 
rescuers  are  too  heavy  and  bulky  as 
well  as  cumbersome  to  be  worn  in  the 
narrow  confines  of  the  slope  gun  boat 
which  serves  as  a  man  trip  at  the  mine. 

In  addition,  the  pitch  of  the  mine  does 
not  allow  the  miners  to  safely  carry  the 
devices. 

3.  Heated  areas  are  not  available  for 
storage  at  the  mine.  Severe  winter 
temperatures  may  render  the  devices 
inoperable. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments,  lliese 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arhngton,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
October  1, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition 
are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  August  28, 19B1. 

Patricia  W.  Silvey, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Standarda,  * 

Regulations  and  Variances. 

IFR  Doc.  81-ZS4W  Piled  B-Sl-Sl;  8:45  aa) 
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MARINE  MAMMAL  COMMISSION 

Marine  Mammal  Commission  and 
Committee  of  Scientific  Advisors  on 
Marine  Mammals;  Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the 
Committee  of  Scientific  Advisors  on 
Marine  Mammals  will  meet  on  October 
22, 23,  and  24, 1981,  at  the  University 
Tower  Hotel,  45th  and  Brookl3m  N.E., 
Seattle,  Washington  98105. 

On  October  22,  from  10:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.,  and  on  October  23  fi-om  9  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.,  the  Commission  and  Committee 
will  meet  together  in  public  session  to 
discuss  and  consider  the  status  of 
activities  and  problems  affecting  marine 
mammals,  including  matters  related  to: 

(1)  Review  of  steps  being  taken  or 
needed  to  encourage  the  recovery  of  the 
endangered  Hawaiian  monk  seal; 

(2)  The  Columbia  River  marine 
mammal/fisheries  interaction  program; 

(3)  Review  of  actions  taken  and 
needed  with  respect  to  the  Antarctic, 
particularly  as  such  relate  to  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the 
International  Antarctic  Commission  and 
Scientific  Committee; 

(4)  The  results  of  the  last  meeting  of 
the  International  Whaling  Commission; 

(5)  Review  of  bowhead  whale 
research  activities; 

(6)  Review  of  research  and 
management  activities  related  to  the 
West  Indian  manatee; 

(7)  Review  of  research  and 
management  activites  related  to  the 
California  sea  otter, 

(8)  Review  of  research  and 
management  questions  related  to  the 
polar  bear; 

(9)  Review  of  research  and 
management  activities  related  to  the 
North  Pacific  fur  seal;  and 

(10)  Such  other  matters  as  may  ' 
appropriately  come  before  the  meetii^. 

'The  remainder  of  the  meeting  will 
consist  of  executive  sessions  of  the 
Commission  and  Conunittee  to  be  held 
on  October  22  fi‘om  9  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m. 
and  on  October  24  from  9  a.m.  to  12 
noon.  These  sessions  will  be  devoted  to 
the  exchange  of  opinions  and 
deliberations  concerning  internal 
personnel  rules  and  practices,  budget, 
interagency  liaison,  proposed  policies 
and  actions  relating  to  international 
negotiations,  proposed  agency  policies 
and  actions,  and  the  evaluation  of 
proposals  to  conduct  research  related  to 
marine  mammal  protection  and 
conservation.  Participants  will  be 
candidly  discussing  and  appraising  the 
professional  qualifications  and 
competence  of  the  proposers,  their 
potential  contribution  to  the  research 


program,  and  information  given  to  the 
Commission  and  Committee  in 
confidence.  These  sessions  are 
concerned  with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
522b(c)  (2),  (3),  (4),  (6)  and  (9)(B),  and 
therefore  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 
John  R.  Twiss,  Jr., 

Executive  Director.  Marine  Mammal 
Commission. 

August  27, 1981. 

(PR  Doc.  81-25428  Filed  8-31-81;  8:45  a«| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-31-18 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Presidential  Task  Force  on  the  Arts 
and  Humanities  Meeting 

Septembw  1, 1961. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  Plenary 
Meeting  IB  of  the  Presidential  Task 
Force  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities. 
The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
consider  the  resolutions  adopted  at 
Plenary  Meeting  n,  and  to  discuss  a 
draft  report  to  the  President  related  to 
such  resolutions. 

Plenary  Meeting  III  will  convene  at 
11:00  a.m.  on  Wednesday,  September  16, 
1981  in  the  Assembly  Room,  LM  #649, 
Library  of  Congress,  comer  of 
Independence  Avenue  and  First  Street, 

S.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  This  meeting  will 
break  for  lunch  at  12:30  p.m.  and 
reconvene  at  2:30  p.nL  at  the  same 
location;  the  meeting  will  continue  until 
approximately  4:00  p.m. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  however,  since  seating  is  limited 
to  100  persons,  individuals  wishing  to 
attend  must  request  a  reservation  by 
calling  Jeanne  Rhinelander  of  the 
Presidential  Task  Force  at  (202)  395- 
6830  after  September  8, 1981  and  not  ^ 
later  than  September  11, 1981. 

Stephen  J.  McCleary, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(PR  Doc.  81-25481  Filed  8-31-81;  8;45  Mn| 

BMJJNO  CODE  7SS8-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Office  of  Administration,  Executive 
Office  of  the  PresidenL  et  al.; 

Excepted  Service 

AOENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  This  gives  notice  of  positions 
placed  or  revoked  under  Schedules  A,  B, 
and  C  in  the  excepted  service,  as 
required  by  Civil  Service  Rule  VI. 
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,  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  contact: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-6000. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Office  of  Personnel  Management  is 
publishing  on  the  fourth  Tuesday  of 
each  month  a  notice  updating  appointing 
authorities  established  or  revoked  under 
the  Excepted  Service  provisions  of  5 
CFR  Part  213.  This  report  is  being 
published  late  due  to  administrative 
delay.  Individual  authorities  established 
or  revoked  under  Schedules  A,  B,  or  C 
since  the  last  published  update  appear 
in  a  listing  below.  A  consolidated  listing 
of  all  authorities,  scheduled  to  be 
published  as  of  June  30  of  each  year,  will 
be  delayed  this  year  until  early 
September  (notice  of  the  delay  was 
published  at  46  FR  30227). 

Schedule  A 

The  following  exceptions  are 
established: 

In  the  Office  of  Administration, 
Executive  Office  of  the  President,  up  to 
30  positions,  to  provide  administrative 
services  and  support  to  the  White  House 
Office.  Effective  April  7, 1981. 

In  the  Department  of  State,  Chief, 
Travel  and  Visitor  Unit  at  the  Embassy, 
Paris,  France.  No  new  appointments 
may  be  made  under  this  authority  after ' 
August  10, 1981.  Effective  June  4, 1981. 

In  the  Department  of  State,  one 
Presidential  Trip  Specialist.  No  new 
appointments  may  be  made  under  this 
authority  after  Jime  11, 1981.  No  one 
may  serve  under  this  authority  longer 
than  5  years.  Effective  May  12, 1981. 

In  the  Department  of  State,  all 
positions,  GS-15  and  below,  on  the  staff 
of  the  Family  Liaison  Office,  Office  of 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Management. 
Effective  May  15, 1981. 

In  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  up 
to  20  positions  with  an  employment 
limitation  not  to  exceed  4  years  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
which  will  supplement  permanent  staff 
involved  in  the  study  and  analysis  of 
complex  problems  in  the  area  of 
domestic  economic  and  financial  policy. 
Effective  June  17, 1981.  The  following 
exceptions  are  revoked: 

In  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Schedule  A  authorities  covering  State 
Executive  Directors  in  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
and  State  Directors  and  State  Directors- 
at-Large  in  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  revoked  effective  March 
30, 1981,  because  the  positions  have 
been  placed  under  Schedule  C. 

In  the  National  Endowment  of  the 
Humanities,  one  Assistant  Director, 
Program  Development;  revoked  effective 
April  22, 1981,  because  the  position  has 
been  placed  under  Schedule  B. 


In  the  General  Services 
Administration,  one  position  of 
Assistant  to  the  Chairman,  GSA  Board 
of  Contract  Appeals;  revoked  effective 
May  14, 1981,  because  the  authority  has 
expired  by  its  own  terms. 

In  the  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  forty-five 
positions  in  the  Secretarial  Science 
Program  at  Langley  Research  Center 
when  occupied  by  students  at  Thomas 
Nelson  Community  College;  revoked 
effective  May  18, 1981,  because  the 
authority  has  expired  by  its  own  terms. 

In  the  Department  of  Justice,  positions 
at  GS-15  and  below  on  the  staff  of  the 
Office  of  Special  Counsel;  revoked 
effective  June  2, 1981,  because  authority 
is  no  longer  needed. 

In  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services,  thirty  positions  at  GS- 
15  and  below  on  the  staff  of  the  White 
House  Conference  on  Families;  revoked 
effective  June  5, 1981,  because  authority 
is  no  longer  needed. 

In  the  White  House  Small  Business 
Conference  Commission,  all  staff 
positions,  GS-15  and  below;  revoked 
effective  June  8, 1981,  because  authority 
has  expired  by  its  own  terms. 

Schedule  C 

The  following  exceptions  are 
established: 

In  the  Department  of  State,  one 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  in  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Human  Rights  and  Humanitarian 
Affairs.  Effective  November  26, 1980. 

In  the  Department  of  State,  one 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Human  Rights,  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  effective 
October  10, 1980. 

In  the  Department  of  Defense,  one 
Personal  and  Confidential  Assistant  to 
the  Chief  Judge,  U.S.  Court  of  Military 
Appeals,  effective  July  25, 1980. 

In  the  Department  of  Justice,  one 
Secretary  (Steno)  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General  for  the  Office  for 
Improvements.  Effective  June  13, 1980. 

hi  the  Department  of  Justice,  one 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Justice  Assistance,  Research 
and  Statistics.  Effective  October  20, 

1980. 

In  the  Department  of  Commerce,  one 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Under  Secretary 
for  International  Trade  Administration. 
Effective  May  29, 1980. 

In  the  Department  of  Commerce,  one  * 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  International  Trade. 
Effective  July  3, 1980. 

In  the  Inter-American  Foundation,  one 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  President. 
Effective  June  2, 1980. 


43913 


In  the  Inter-American  Foundation,  one 
Special  Assistant  to  the  President 
Effective  July  22, 1980. 

In  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
one  Special  Assistant  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Financial  Assistance 
and  Director  of  Disaster  Operations. 
Effective  November  20, 1980. 

In  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
one  Special  Assistant  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Women's  Business 
Enterprise.  Effective  November  1, 1900. 

In  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
one  Special  Assistant  to  die  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Minority  Small 
Business  and  Capital  Ownership 
Development.  Effective  November  4, 
1980. 

The  following  exceptions  are  revoked; 

In  the  Department  of  State  one 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Under 
Secretary  in  the  Office  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Economic  Affairs;  revoked 
effective  November  26, 1980,  because 
the  position  is  no  longer  needed. 

In  the  Department  of  Justice,  one 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Administrtor  of 
the  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration;  revoked  effective 
October  20, 1980,  because  the  position 
has  been  organizationally  transferred. 

In  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
one  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
and  Investment;  revoked  effective 
November  20, 1980,  because  the  position 
is  no  longer  needed. 

In  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
one  position  of  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Public 
Communication;  revoked  effective 
November  1, 1980,  because  the  position 
is  no  longer  needed. 

(5  U.S.a  3301,  3302;  EO 10577. 3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Beverly  McCain  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  n-253M  Filed  *43  aa| 

BILUNQ  CODE  632S-«1-« 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[ReL  No.  11920;  912-48691 

Intercapital  Dividend  Growth 
Securities  Inc.,  et  aL  and  Dean  ¥fitter 
Reynolds  Inc.;  Filing  of  AppHcathm 

August  26, 1981. 

Notice  Is  Hereby  Given  that 
Intercapital  Dividend  Growth  Securities 
Inc.,  Intercapital  High  Yield  Securities 
Inc.,  Jntercapital  Industry-Valued 
Securities  Inc.  and  Intercapital  Natural 
Resource  Development  Seimrities  Inc. 
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(“Funds”)  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  New  York,  10048,  and  Dean  Witter 
Reynolds  Inc.  (“Distributor”) 

(collectively  “Applicants”)  130  Liberty 
Street,  New  York,  New  York  10048,  filed 
an  application  on  April  27, 1981,  and 
amendments  thereto  on  July  20, 1981, 
and  August  4, 1981,  for  an  order 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  exempting  Applicants  from  the 
provisions  of  section  22(d)  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  22d-l  thereunder  to  the  extent 
.necessary  to  permit  sales  of  the  Funds’ 
securities  at  reduced  sales  charges  to 
certain  employees  of  the  Distributor  and 
its  affiliated  companies  who  open 
Individual  Retirement  Accounts  (“IRA") 
offered  by  the  Funds,  as  described 
below.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  Funds,  which  are  organized  under 
the  laws  of  Maryland,  are  registered 
under  the  Act  as  open-end  diversified 
management  investment  companies.  The 
Funds  are  currently  engaged  in 
continuous  public  offerings  of  their 
shares  through  the  Distributor  at  public 
offering  prices  equal  to  net  asset  value 
plus  a  sales  charge.  Each  Fund  provides 
a  prototype  IRA  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  408  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (“Code”)  as 
amended  by  the  Employee  Retirement 
Income  Security  Act  of  1974.  Each 
Fund’s  shares  serve  as  the  investment 
vehicle  for  its  IRA.  The  First  Jersey 
National  Bank  of  Jersey  City,  New 
Jersey,  is  custodian  for  the  IRA 
accounts. 

The  Distributor  is  a  registered  broker- 
dealer  and  the  distributor  of  the  Funds’ 
shares.  The  Funds’  investment  manager 
is  Dean  Witter  Reynolds  Intercapital 
Inc.  (“DWRI”).  Both  of  these  companies 
are  wholly-owned  subsidiaries  of  Dean 
Witter  Reynolds  Organization  Inc. 
(“DWRO”). 

Applicants  state  that  approximately 
7,500  employees  of  the  Distributor, 

DWRI  and  other  subsidiaries  of  DWRO 
have  been  covered  by  a  profit  sharing 
plan  qualified  under  section  401  of  the 
Code  (“Plan”).  Applicants  state  that  the 
Plan  will  be  terminated  and  in  lieu 
thereof  benefits  under  a  pension  plan 
covering  the  same  employees  will  be 
increased  with  the  intention  of  providing 
greater  retirement  security  for 
employees.  Upon  receipt  of  a  . 
determination  letter  from  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service,  the  plan  will  be 
terminated  and  the  funds  now  held  in 
trust  under  it  will  be  distributed  to  the 
employee  participants.  Applicants 


propose  to  permit  those  participants 
with  $1,750  or  more  credited  to  their 
Plan  accounts  as  of  August  31, 1980,  to 
roll  over  their  distribution  into  an 
individual  IRA  provided  by  the  Funds  at 
a  reduced  sales  charge  determined  in 
accordance  with  the  schedule  in  the 
Funds’  prospectuses  as  though  made  by 
a  single  person  in  a  single  transaction 
pursuant  to  the  combined  sales  privilege 
available  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Funds'  prospectuses.  Applicants 
propose  to  compute  the  reduced  sales 
charge  upon  the  aggregate  of  all 
purchases  by  the  employees. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  no  registered 
investment  company  shall  sell  any 
redeemable  security  issued  by  it  to  any 
person  except  at  a  current  public 
offering  price  described  in  the 
prospectus,  and  if  such  class  of  security 
is  being  currently  offered  to  the  public 
by  or  through  an  underwriter,  no 
principal  underwriter  of  such  secmity 
and  no  dealer  shall  sell  any  such 
security  to  any  person  except  at  a 
current  public  offering  price  described  in 
the  prospectus.  Rule  22d-l(f)  under  the 
Act  affords  an  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  section  22(d)  for  certain 
employee  benefit  plans  qualified  under 
section  401  of  the  Code  or  for  such  non¬ 
qualified  employee  benefit  plans  as 
satisfy  uniform  criteria  relating  to 
realization  of  economies  of  scale  in 
sales  effort  and  sales  related  expenses 
and  such  uniform  offer  is  described  in 
the  prospectus.  As  used  in  paragraph  (f) 
“employee  benefit  plan”  is  defined  to 
mean  any  plan  or  arrangement  which 
provides  a  means  for  employees  to 
purchase  shares  of  a  registered  open- 
end  investment  company  or  companies 
by  means  of  periodic  deductions  or 
otherwise. 

Applicants  state  that  while  the  term 
“employee  benefit  plan”,  as  used  in  Rule 
22d-l(f),  may  generally  be  considered  to 
apply  only  to  a  specific  legal  entity  and 
may  not  have  been  contemplated  to 
include  individual  IRA’s,  both  the 
language  of  the  definition,  which 
includes  both  plans  and 
“arrangements”,  and  the  policy 
underlying  Rule  22d-l(f)  would  appear 
to  include  such  accounts.  Further, 
Applicants  argue  that  the  uniform  offer 
requirement  of  Rule  22d-l(f)  does  not 
require  that  the  reduced  sales  charges 
be  offered  to  all  purchasers  of  the 
Funds’  IRA’s  if  the  exclusion  of  some 
purchasers  is  based  upon  reasonable 
distinctions  justifying  the  reduced 
charge.  Applicants  state  that  sales  to 
their  affiliated  employees  will  involve 
economies  of  scale  in  sales  effort  and 
sales  related  expenses  because  the 


corporate  relation  of  such  employees  to 
the  Fund  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
termination  of  the  Plan  make  it 
unnecessary  to  involve  the  Distributor’s 
sales  organization  as  would  be  required 
in  the  case  of  sales  to  unaffiliated 
employees  and  besides  the  Distributor 
will  incur  costs  in  terminating  the  Plan 
and  distributing  the  assets  whether  or 
not  Plan  participants  elect  to  invest  in 
the  Funds’  shares.  Applicants  argue  that 
it  therefore  is  appropriate  to  pass  along 
these  cost  savings  to  the  Plan 
participants  who  rollover  their  Plan 
distributions  into  the  Fund/sponsored 
IRA’s.  Finally,  Applicants  state  that 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
rule  22d-l(f)  for  a  description  of  the 
proposed  arrangement  in  the  Fund’s 
prospectus  might  be  misleading  because 
this  proposal  represents  a  “one-shot” 
transaction  and  not  an  on-going 
practice.  Applicants  state  that  after  the 
exercise  of  the  rollover  option,  no 
further  investments  into  the  Funds  at 
reduced  sales  charges  will  be  permitted 
by  this  proposal.  Applicants  further 
state  that  because  this  proposed  sale 
arises  solely  out  of  the  termination  of 
the  Plan,  no  further  sales  would  fit 
within  these  unusual  circumstances. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  the  Commission  by 
order  upon  application  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities  or  transactions,  fixim  any 
provision  of  the  Act  or  any  rule  under 
the  Act,  if  and  to  the  extent  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  and  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  the  investors  and 
the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the 
policy  €uid  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  submit  that  permitting 
their  affiliated  employees  to  rollover  the 
distributions  from  the  termination  of 
Applicants’  stock  option  plan  into  Fund- 
sponsored  individual  IRA’s  at  a  reduced 
sales  charge  is  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  because  such 
sales  will  result  in  demonstrable 
economies  of  scale  fuising  from  the 
unique  relationship  of  the  Dean  Witter 
companies  to  the  Funds  and  thus  is  no 
imjustly  discriminatory.  Applicants  also 
submit  that  such  sales  are  consistent 
with  the  policy  of  rule  22d-l(f)  to 
encourage  retirement  savings. 

Applicants  state  that  all  eligible  plan 
participants  have  received  a  brochure 
explaining  the  various  options  available 
to  them  regarding  the  distribution  of 
their  Plan  balances.  The  brochure 
includes  a  form  giving  participants  until 
August  31, 1981,  to  request  further 
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information  about  the  options  in  which 
they  are  interested.  Those  participants 
interested  in  rolling  over  their  balances 
will  receive  a  memorandum  describing 
IRA  rollover  options.  Plan  participants 
must  submit  their  final  election  by 
September  30, 1981.  Those  who  have  not 
will  receive  a  lump  sum  distribution. 
After  that  date,  the  reduced  sales  charge 
will  be  calculated.  Applicants  state  that 
prospectuses  and  existing  sales 
literature  of  the  Funds  will  be  available 
to  participants  who  express  an  interest 
in  rolling  over  into  a  Fund  IRA  but  no 
sales  effort  will  be  made  by  any 
salesman  or  independent  dealer.  The 
Distributor  will  coordinate  the 
processing  of  purchases  and  will 
provide  such  related  services  as 
requested  by  the  administrative 
committee  or  participants. 

Finally,  Applicants  state  that,  as  a 
condition  of  granting  this  relief. 
Applicants  agree  to  require  any 
participant  who  rolls  over  into  an  IRA 
and  thereby  receives  a  reduced  sales 
charge  to  represent  that  the  participant 
is  acquiring  shares  of  the  Fimds 
pursuant  to  the  proposed  arrangement 
for  investment  purposes  and  not  for 
resale  and  that  any  sale  of  such  shares 
will  be  made  only  to  the  Funds  upon 
redemption  thereof. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
September  31, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  or  her  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  or  she  may  request  that  he  or  she 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  shall  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  upon  Applicant  at 
the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an 
attomey-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the 
request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  herein  will  be  issued  as  of 
course  following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a 
hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered]  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitadininons, 

Secretary. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

[Notice  No.  81-3] 

Commerce  In  Explosives;  List  of 
Explosive  Materials 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  841(d) 
of  Title  18,  United  States  Code,  and  27 
CFR  181.23,  the  Director,  Biu'eau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms,  must 
publish  and  revise  at  least  annually  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  list  of  explosives 
determined  to  be  within  the  coverage  of 
18  U.S.C.  Chapter  40,  Importation, 
Manufacture,  Distribution  and  Storage 
of  Explosive  Materials.  This  Chapter 
covers  not  only  explosives,  but  also 
blasting  agents  and  detonators,  all  of 
which  are  defined  as  explosive 
materials  in  section  841(c)  of  Title  18, 
United  States  Code. 

Accordingly,  the  following  is  the  1981 
List  of  Explosive  Materials  subject  to 
regulation  under  18  U.S.C.  Chapter  40, 
which  includes  both  the  list  of 
explosives  (including  detonators) 
required  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  blasting  agents. 

^  The  list  is  intended  to  also  include 
any  and  all  mixtures  containing  any  of 
the  materials  in  the  list.  Materials 
constituting  blasting  agents  are  marked 
by  an  asterisk.  While  die  List  is 
comprehensive,  it  is  not  all  inclusive. 

The  fact  that  an  explosive  material  may 
not  be  on  the  list  does  not  mean  that  it  is 
not  within  the  coverage  of  the  law  if  it 
otherwise  meets,  the  statutory 
definitions  in  Section  841  of  Tide  18, 
United  States  Code.  Explosive  materials 
are  listed  alphabetically  by  their 
common  names  follow^  by  chemical 
names  and  synonyms  in  brackets.  This 
revised  list  supersedes  the  List  of 
Explosive  Materials  dated  August  8, 

1980  (45  FR  52976). 

List  of  Explosive  Materials 
A  . 

Acetylides  of  heavy  metals. 

Aluminum  containing  polymeric 
propellant. 

Aluminum  ophorite  explosive. 

Amatex. 

Amatol. 

Ammonal. 


Ammonium  nitrate  explodve  mixtarM 
(cap  sensitive). 

*Ammonium  nitrate  explosive  mixtnrw 
(non  cap  sensitive). 

Aromatic  nitro-compound  explosive 
mixtures. 

Ammonium  perchlorate  having  particle 
size  less  than  15  microns. 

Ammonium  perchlorate  composite 
propellant 

Anunonium  picrate  (picrate  of  ammonia. 
Explosive  D). 

Ammonium  salt  lattice  with 
isomorphously  substituted  inorganic 
salts. 

*ANFO  [ammonium  nitrate-fuel  oil). 

B 

Baratol. 

Baronol. 

BEAF  [1,2-bis  (2,2-difluoro-2- 
nitroacetoxyethane)). 

Black  powder. 

Black  powder  based  explosive  mixtures. 
*Blasting  agents,  nitro-carbo-nitrates, 
including  non  cap  sensitive  slurry  and 
water-gel  explosives. 

Blasting  caps. 

Blasting  gelatin. 

Blasting  powder. 

BTNEC  [bis  (trinitroethyl)  carbonate). 
BTNEN  [bis  (trinitroethyl)  nitramine). 
BTTN  [1,2,4  butanetriol  trinitrate). 

Butyl  tetryl. 

C 

Calcium  nitrate  explosive  mixture. 
Cellulose  hexanitrate  explosive  mixture. 
Chlorate  explosive  mixtures. 
Composition  A  and  variations. 
Composition  B  and  variations. 
Composition  C  and  variations. 

Copper  acetylide. 

Cyanuric  triazide. 

Cyclotrimethylenetrinitramine  [RDX). 
Cyclotetramethylenetetranitramine 
[HMX). 

Cyclotol. 

D 

DATB  [diaminotrinitrobenzene]. 

DDNP  [diazodinitrophenol). 

DEGDN  [diethylene^ycol  dinitrate). 
Detonating  cord. 

Detonators. 

Dimethylol  dimethyl  methane  dinitrate 
composition. 

Dinitroethyleneurea. 

Dinitroglycerine  [Glycerol  dinitrate). 
Dinitrophenol. 

Dinitrophenolates. 

Dinitrophenyl  hydrazine. 
Dinitroresorcinol. 

Dinitrotoluene-sodium  nitrate  explosive 
mixtures. 

DIPAM. 

Dipicryl  sulfone. 

Dipicrylamine. 
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D^K)P  {dinitropentano  nitrile). 

DNPA  [2,2-dinitropropyl  acrylate). 

Dynamite. 

E 

EDNA. 

Ednatol. 

EDNP  [ethyl  4,4-dinitropentanoate]. 

Erythritol  tetranitrate  explosives. 

Esters  of  nitro-subsMtuted  alcohols. 

EGDN  [ethylene  glycol  dinitrate). 

Ethyl-tetryl. 

Explosive  conitrates. 

Explosive  getatins. 

Explosive  mixhires  containing  oxygen 
releasing  inorganic  salts  and 
hydrocarbons. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen 
[^easing  inorganic  salts  and  nitro 
bodies. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen 
releasing  inorganic  salts  and  water 
insoluble  fuels. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen 
releasing  inorganic  salts  and  water 
soluble  hiels. 

Explosive  mixtiues  containing 
sensitized  nitromethane. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing 
tetranitromethane  (nitro  form). 

Explosive  nitro  compounds  of  aromatic 
hydrocarbons. 

Explosive  organic  nitrate  mixtures. 

Explosive  liquids. 

Explosive  powders. 

F 

Fulminate  of  mercury. 

Fulminate  of  silver. 

Fulminating  gold. 

Fulminating  mercury. 

Fulminating  platinum. 

Fulminating  silver. 

G 

Gelatinized  nitrocellulose. 

Gem-dinitro  aliphatic  explosive 
mixtures. 

Guanyl  nitrosamino  guanyl  tetrazene. 

Guanyl  nitrosamino  guanylidene 
hycbazine. 

Guncotton. 

H 

Heavy  metal  azides. 

Hexanite. 

Hexanttrodiphenylamine. 

Hexanitrositilbene. 

Hexogene  or  octogene  and  a  nitrated  N- 
meAylanillne. 

Hexolites. 

HMX  [cyclo-l,3,5,7-tetramethylene- 
2,4,6,8-tetranitramine;  Octogen). 

Hydrazinium  nitrate/hydrazine/ 
aluminum  explosive  system. 

Hydrazoic  acid. 

I 

Igniter  cord. 


Igniters. 

K 

KDNBF  [potassium  dinitrobenzo- 
furoxane). 

L 

Lead  azide. 

Lead  mannite. 

Lead  mononitroresorcinate. 

Lead  picrate. 

Lead  salts,  explosive. 

Lead  st3rplmate  [styphnate  of  lead,  lead 
trinitroresorcinate.) 

Liquid  nitrated  polyol  and 
trimethylolethane. 

Liquid  oxygen  explosives. 

M 

Magnesium  ophorite  explosives. 
Mannitol  hexanitrate. 

MDNP  [methyl  4,4-dinitropentanoate]. 
Mercuric  fulminate. 

Mercury  oxalate. 

Mercury  tartrate. 

Minol-2  [40%  TNT,  40%  ammonium 
nitrate,  20%  aluminum). 
Mononitrotoluene-nitroglycerin  mixture. 
Monopropellants. 

N' 

NIBTN  [nltroisobutametriol  trinitrate). 
Nitrate  sensitized  with  gelled 
nitroparaffin. 

Nitrated  carbohydrate  explosive. 
Nitrated  ^ucoside  explosive. 

Nitrated  polyhydric  alcohol  explosives. 
Nitrates  of  soda  explosive  mixtures. 
Nitric  acid  and  a  nitro  aromatic 
compound  explosive. 

Nitric  acid  and  carboxylic  fuel 
eiqrlosive. 

Nitric  acid  explosive  mixtures. 

Nitro  aromatic  explosive  mixtures. 

Nitro  compounds  of  furane  explosive 
mixtures. 

Nitrocellulose  explosive. 

Nitroderivative  of  urea  explosive 
mixture. 

Nitrogelatin  explosive. 

Nitrogen  trichloride. 

Nitrogen  tri-iodide. 

Nitroglycerine  [NG,  RNG,  nitro,  glyceryl 
trinitrate,  trimtroglycerine). 
Nitroglycide. 

Nitroglycol  [ethylene  glycol  dinitrate, 
EGDN) 

Nitroguanidine  explosives. 
Nitroparaffins  Explosive  Grade  and 
ammonium  nitrate  mixtines. 
Nitronium  perchlorate  propellant 
mixtures. 

Nitrostarch. 

Nitro-substituted  carboxylic  acids. 
Nitrourea. 

O 

Octogen  [HMX]. 

Octol  [75  percent  HMX,  25  percent 
TNT). 


Organic  amine  nitrates. 

Organic  nitramines. 

P 

PBX  [RDX  and  plasticizer). 

Pellet  powder 
Penthrinite  composition. 

Pentolite. 

Perchlorate  explosive  mixtures. 

Peroxide  based  explosive  mixtures. 
PETN  [nitropentaerythrite, 
pentaerythrite  tetranitrate, 
pentaerythritol  tetranitrate). 

Picramic  acid  and  its  salts. 

Picramide. 

Picrate  of  potassium  explosive  mixtures. 
Picratol. 

Picric  acid  [explosive  grade). 

Picryl  chloride. 

Picryl  fluoride.  ^ 

PLX  [95%  nitromediane,  5% 
ethylenediamine). 

Polynitro  aliphatic  compounds. 
Polyolpolynitrate-nitrocellulose 
explosive  gels. 

Potassium  citrate  and  lead 
sulfocyanate  ex[Uosive.  * 

Potassium  nitjrate  explosive  mixtures. 
Potassiiun  nitroaminotetrazole 

R 

RDX  [cyclonite,  hexogen,  T4,  cyclo- 
l,3,5,-trimethylene-2,4,6,-trinitramine; 
hexahyditHl,3,5-trinitro-S-trimEine]. 

S 

Safety  fuse. 

Salts  of  organic  amino  sulfonic  acid 
explosive  mixture. 

Silver  acetylide. 

Silver  azide. 

Siver  fulminate. 

Silver  oxalate  explosive  mixtures. 

Silver  styphnate. 

Silver  tartrate  explosive  mixtures. 

Silver  tetrazene. 

Slurried  explosive  mixtures  of  water, 
inorganic  oxidizing  salt,  gelling  agent, 
fuel  and  sensitizer  (cap  sensitive). 
Smokeless  powder. 

Sodatol. 

Sodium  amatol. 

Sodium  dinitro-ortho-cresolate. 

Sodium  nitrate-potassium  nitrate 
explosive  mixture. 

Sodium  picramate. 

^uibs. 

Styphinc  acid. 

T 

Tacot  [tetranitro-2,3,5,6-dibenzo- 
l,3a,4,ea-tetrazapentalene]. 

TATB  [triaminotrinitrobenzene]. 
TEGDN  [triethylene  glycol  dinitrate). 
Tetrazene  [tetracene,  tetrazine,  1(5- 
tetrazol^)-4-guanyl  tetrazene 
hydrate). 

Tetranitrocarbazole, 
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Tetryl  (2,4,6  tetranitro-N-methylaniline]. 

Tetrytol. 

Thickened  inorganic  oxidizer  salt 
slurried  explosive  mixture. 

TMETN  (trimethylolethane  trinitrate). 

TNEF  [trinitroethyl  formal).  . 

TNEOC  (trinitroethylorthocarbonate). 

TNEOF  [trinitroethyl  orthoformate]. 

TNT  [trinitrotoluene,  trotyl,  trilite, 
triton).  , 

Torpex. 

Tridite. 

Trimethylol  ethyl  methane  trinitrate 
composition. 

Trimethylolthane  trinitrate- 
nitrocellulose. 

Trimonite. 


Trinitroanisole. 

Trinitrobenzene.  ' 

Trinitrobenzoic  acid. 

Trinitrocresol. 

l¥initro-meta-cresol.  \ 

Trinitronaphthalene. 

Trinitrophenetol. 

Trinitrophloroglucinol. 

Trinitroresorcinol. 

Tritonal. 

U 

Urea  nitrate. 

W 

Water  bearing  explosives  having  salts 


of  oxidizing  adds  and  nitrogen  bases, 
sulfates,  or  sulfamates  (cap  sensitive). 

X 

Xanthamonas  hydrophilic  coUoid 
explosive  mixture. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Explosives  Technology  Branch,  Bureau 
of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  aiul  Firearms,  1200 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC  20226  (202-566-7067). 

Signed:  August  24. 1961. 

G.  R.  Dickerson, 

Director. 
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Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Acr  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 

552t)(eK3). 
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1 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSKML 

TIME  AND  date:  10:00  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
September  2, 1961. 

LOCATION:  Room  456,  Westwood 
Towers,  5401  Westbard  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  Public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Briefing  on  Power  Lawn  Mowers 
The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 

implementing  the  provisions  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981  which  direct  the  Commission  to 
modify  the  safety  standard  for  walk- 
behind  power  lawn  mowers  (16  CFR  Part 
1205).  (Decision  scheduled  for  September 
9.) 

2.  Operating  Plan,  FY-82 

The  Commission  will  consider  CPSC's 
Operating  Plan  for  Fiscal  Year  1982. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite 


300, 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20207;  Telephone  (202)  634-7700. 

IS-1312-81  Filed  B-2B-B1: 1(M»  am| 
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NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  2  p.m.,  Wednesday, 

September  9, 1981. 

place:  Board  Hearing  Room,  eighth 

floor,  1425  K  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 

D.Q 

status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(1)  Ratification  of  Board  actions  taken  by 
notation  voting  during  the  month  of  August 
1981. 

(2)  Other  priority  matters  which  may  come 
before  the  ^ard  for  which  notice  will  be 
given  at  the  earliest  practicable  time. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Copies 
of  the  monthly  report  of  the  Board’s 
notation  voting  actions  will  be  available 
from  the  Executive  Secretary’s  office 
following  the  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn, 

Jr.,  Executive  Secretary;  Tel:  (202)  523- 
5920. 

Dated:  August  28, 1981. 

(S-1313-81  Filed  3:29  pm] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  46  HI  42404, 
August  20, 1981. 
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STATUS:  Open/ closed  meeting. 
place:  Room  625,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Monday, 
August  17, 1981. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Deletion/ 
additional  item.  ’The  following  item  was 
not  considered  at  an  open  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  August  27, 1981,' 
at  10:00. 

Consideration  of  whether  to  (1)  affirm  the 
decision  of  the  FOIA  Officer  to  release  a 
letter  from  the  Commission's  hie  on  the 
National  Kinney  Corp.;  and  (2)  treat  the 
request  for  confidential  treatment  of  the 
appeal  letter  as  part  of  the  FOIA  appeal  of 
Bud  G.  Holman,  Esq.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Christina 
Pfirrman  at  (202)  272-2432. 

The  following  additional  item  was 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  August  27, 1981, 
following  the  10:00  a.m.  open  meeting. 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implications. 

Chairman  Shad  and  Commissioners 
Loomis,  Evans  and  Longstreth 
determined  that  Commission  business 
required  the  above  changes  and  that  no 
earlier  notice  thereof  was  possible. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Paul 
Lowenstein  at  (202)  272-2092. 

August  27, 1981. 
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